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tuted at a late stage in the war of attaching to each head- 
quarters staff, where the general has the power to convene and 
revise courts martial, a qualified lawyer with the status and 
duties of legal adviser This idea is excellent, provided it is 
worked fairly. It was not always worked properly during the 
war. The C.M.O., or qualified legal court martial officer, 
was usually given very inferior rank (subaltern or captain), and 
placed under the discipline branch of his headquarters, who 
were rather apt to report adversely on his efficiency and cause 
him the loss of his commission if he did not see eye to eye with 
them on matters of ‘‘ discipline.’’ This should be amended. 
The C.M.O. should be a senior officer and not amenable to the 
discipline of his G.O.C 


The Minority Report. 

THe Masority Report, then, is useful so far as it goes, But 
it goes only a little way It turns down altogether the question 
of an appeal against court martial sentences, and the diminu- 
tion of the number of capital offences On this point the 
Minority Report of Mr. Borromiey and two other members is 
much more courageous, and in our view sound. It recommends 
that in peace there should always be an appeal from the sen- 
tence of a court martial, and that during warlike operations 
its sentences of death should not be executed until confirmed 
by the War Office, instead of —as at present—the G.O.C. in the 
field. This is a much needed reform. The plea of the majority 
for denying the right of appeal, namely, the delay occasioned 
thereby, will sound ludicrous to those who have administered 
the present non-appellate system, and who therefore know the 
interminable delays which occur for the purpose of rectifying 
mere verbal omissions, such as the absence of initials to the 
casual erasure of a word, or the failure to write a charge in 
red ink. The great advantage of a court of appeal over the 
present system of administrative revision by the disciplinary 
staff of the commanding officer is this: Administrative revision 
tends to mean in practice revision by some junior officer whose 
work is accepted and signed by his chief. It is altogether a 
formal and lifeless thing. A court must always by its nature 


consider real issues 


county Court Appeals, 

Wuen tHe County Court Bill was in Committee 
the House of Lords last week a valuable amendment, moved 
by Lord Prttuim™ore and supported by Lord Sumner, was un- 
fortunately lost It was proposed by these experienced judges 
to grant a right of appeal, in every County Court case where 
the sum at stake exceeds fifty pounds, on the facts as well as 
At present no appeal on the facts exists in 
To succeed it is necessary to shew that there 


before 


on the law 
County Courts 
was not in law any evidence sufficient to support the verdict, and 
that is all but impossible in practice. Now, in the High Court, 
the decision of a judge trying without a jury a question of 
fact is appealable as fully in fact as in law. The verdict of a 
jury can be the subject of appeal, and also of a new trial, when 
it is perverse or opposed to the weight of the evidence. There 
seems no reason in practice why the decision of a County Court 
judge, with or without a jury, should obtain a sacrosanct 
status not accorded to that of a High Court judge. Of course, 
in small debt cases, this is inevitable ; some injustice must be 
endured in order to avoid innumerable appeals. But the 
limit of fifty pounds proposed by the noble lords amply safe- 
guards the Divisional Court from any danger of reckless and 
innumerable appeals 


Lord Buckmaster’s Argument. 

UNFORTUNATELY THIS wise and liberal amendment was re- 
jected by the House of Lords. This was partly due to the 
opposition of the Lord Chancellor, who contended that the pro- 
visions of his Bill had been so carefully considered that no im- 
provement was possible. That is scarcely convincing to those 
who know the confused methods of Special Committees when 
they deal with drafts of proposed legislation. But Lord 
BuckMASTER came to the rescue of the obscurantist and 


on fact would be disastrous to poor litigants, whe would find 
themselves dragged from court to court, and incur ruinous 
expenses to maintain a verdict in their favour. Surely all this 
is quite fantastic and unreal. If such action is likely to be 
taken by rich appellants it will rather be on points of law than 
on points of fact, and on points of law an appeal already lies to 
the Divisional Court. Surely, too, no one is likely to appeal 
on a question of fact unless he has a really strong case; it is so 
difficult to upset a verdict on the facts. In any event the 
poor suitor will only lose his verdict if he had no right to have 
received it. The weakness of the ‘‘ no appeal ’’ system is that 
it strengthens autocratic tendencies on the part of judicial 
faddists in the court below. 






County Court Jurisdiction. 

One veERY valuable feature was added to the County Court 
Bill in the Lords. This was the addition of a clause giving to 
the county court jurisdiction to entertain actions for libel, 
slander, seduction and breach of promise. Of course, the present 
limit of damages to £100 continues. It has aiways been rather 
unfortunate that the four categories of personal actions just 
named were excluded from the jurisdiction of the county 
court. A very large number of actual suits are very trumpery 
in nature and result in a verdict for a trifling sum. The costs 
greatly exceed the sum recovered. On the other hand, it is 
often necessary to bring comparatively trivial actions of this 
kind in order to vindicate the plaintiff’s character ; for example, 
teachers and other public or semi-public employees are often 
suspended from duty unless and until they have vindicated 
their character against a defamatory attack. The only way to 
do this is to take proceedings for libel or slander; but in the 
High Court this imposes on a comparatively poor man a heavy 
pecuniary liability which often results in debt and recourse to 
moneylenders. Many a man has taken the first step in the 
path to bankruptcy in order to find the sinews of war for 
commencing an action of defamation on the result of which 
his situation depends. The transfer of those cases, where 
small damages are concerned, to the county court has been a 
long overdue reform. 


The Historical Basis of Jurisdiction. 

THe REASON for the long exclusion of jurisdiction over the 
four great classes of actions involving questions of personality 
from the county court is an interesting example of historical 
accident. When Lord BrovcHam reconstituted the county 
court in 1830 he intended it to be a small debt court in which 
traders could recover their debts by a summary process without 
great addition to the burden in costs cast on the debtor. 
Gradually extensions in jurisdiction were made, including all 
cases of tort and contract within the superior financial limit 
for the time being ; and to assist the judge in deciding disputes 
of fact a jury of five was added. In our own time this has been 
extended to eight. But it was still held that in every case 
which involved questions of a personal nature, where sentiment 
and judgment of characters necessarily enter, the parties were 
entitled to a trial by twelve jurors who were their peers; and 
therefore the High Court retained exclusive seisin of those 
cases. But an illogical distinction was drawn between two of 
the six classes which are generally regarded as peculiarly per- 
sonal and the remaining four. Assault and wrongful dismissal 
were handed over to the county court, of course the High 
Court retaining its co-ordination jurisdiction of first instance 
in these as in all other cases, subject to the usual rule as to costs. 
But if a county court judge and eight jurymen can decide 
questions of assault and dismissal they are obviously fit t 
decide defamation and seduction suits. 


Breach of Promise. 

PRropaBLy THE only persons likely to criticize the proposal, 
now embodied in the County Court Bill, to give those tribunals 
jurisdiction over breach of promise suits, will be those met» 
and women who consider that the time has come to abolish 
altogether this class of actions. This sentiment is likely to be 
strengthened by the new proposal. For the grant of jurit 
diction to the county courts seems likely to encourage a grest 





illiberal cause by contending almost passionately that an appeal 
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increase in this class of actions: the cost has hitherto been a 
good deal of a deterrent. A great deal can be said in favour 
of retaining this class of litigation. But most people will feel 
that there is more to be said against it. To recover money in 
this way must always be degrading to a woman and still more, 
of course, to a man in the rare cases when the latter is the 
plaintiff and the very rare cases in which he succeeds. Not only 
is it degrading, but in nine cases out of ten it is unjust. What- 
ever may have been the case historically, an engagement is now 
universally regarded as a ‘‘ testing-time,’’ in which the parties 
have opportunities of making each other’s acquaintance with 
an intimacy not before possible, and of discovering whether 
they are really suited to each other. It cannot be desirable 
for the happiness of either party that a man should marry a 
woman whom, on closer acquaintance, he finds utterly incom 
patible in temper with himself. If so, it seems unjust and 
illogical to fine him for cancelling his promise. 


Recommendations of the Anzesthetics Committee 

THe Departmental Committee on Anesthetics, ti 
which we referred in our last issue, was appointed ‘n 
December, 1908, and made various valuable recommendations 
in a report dated 18th March, 1910, among which were the 
following:—{1) No general respirable anesthetic should be 
administered by any person who is not a registered medical or 
dental practitioner ; (2) registered dentists should be confined 
to the use of nitrous oxide gas (laughing gas) for dental 
operations, and should not employ the general respirable 
anesthetics of longer duration; (3) intra-spinal anesthesia 
should be practised only by registered medical practitioners ; 
(4) in the case of any death under an anesthetic in a hospital 
or other similar public institution there should be a scientific 
investigation into the actual cause of death, conducted by the 
authorities of the institution; (5) a smal] standing scientific 
committee on anzsthetics should be instituted under the 
authority of the Home Office. None of these recommendations 
had yet been carried out, and as the law at present stands 
anesthetics may still be administered by wholly unqualified 
persons—by anybody, in fact. 


The Locus Standi of the Coroner. 
Dr. Wavpo is well within his rights in calling attention to 
those recommendations, since they affect directly the duties o/ 
the coroner as defined by statute. For by section 3 of the 
Coroners Act, 1887, it is provided (inter alia) that all violent 
or unnatural deaths shall be reported to the coroner in whose 
district. the dead body lies Unnatura!] death ’’ includes 
the death of any human being who dies otherwise than by 
disease or the exhaustion of old age. It certainly includes 
the deaths of patients who die in the course of operations ot 
under anesthetics. Indeed, it is very important that all such 
cases should be investigated by a coroner, in order to consider 
whether or not there has been negligence on the part of a 
qualified medical practitioner or unlawful assumption of duties 
on the part of an unqualified person. Dr. Wa.po’s view, as 
expressed by him at the inquest quoted, is that neither 
students nor ordinary nurses are suitable for the responsible 
duty of administering chloroform and stovaine; but during 
the war it has been inevitable that, in the absence of doctors, 
some relaxations of some’ practices should have been adopted. 
Dr. Watpo takes what. may appear to some persons as rather 
an alarmist view as to the number of cases where patients dix 
under anzxsthetics; his opinion appears to be that all existing 
statistics on the matter are worthless, since such cases are not 
always reported to the coroner. On the strength of his great 
experience his views are certainly entitled to careful considera 
tion. Among his recommendations are the following :— 

* (1) That no general or local anaesthetic shall be administered by 
any but a duly qualified medical man, except under most exceptional 
circumstances, which shall be ‘duly reported to some recognized 
official authority (2) That so far as possible special skilled 
anesthetists be appointed to all hospitais and infirmaries, and that 
resident anesthetists be provided in the larger institutions. (3) 
That notification may be made compulsory to the coroner of all 
deaths (both in private and hospital practice) occurring at any stage 
of general anesthesia by the anesthetist or by others concerned 





(4) That a Royal Commission with advisory powers might with 
advantage be appointed to inquire into the present facts of deaths 
under anesthesia, together with the official machinery available 
for registration.’’ 


Ships Owned by Foreign Governments. 

THE DAILY Press is again calling attention to the frequency 
with which ships owned by foreign Governments are enabled, 
under the rule laid down in The Parlement Belge (1880, 
5 P. D. 197), to« scape liability for salvage services, &c., that 
privately-owned vessels cannot escape. The case that has been 
the means of thus again drawing attention to this anomaly in 
the law is The orto Alexandre (1919, W. N. 299), where the 
Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of Mr. Justice Hin 
setting aside the writ and all further proceedings against the 
steamship Porto Alerandre on the ground that she was the 
property of the Portuguese Government, and therefore immune 
from arrest. Salvage services had been rendered to the vessel 
in the Mersey by three tugs The Court of Appeal (Bankes, 
Warrincton, and Scrutron, L.JJ.) held that the case could 
not be distinguished from The Parlement Belge, by which the 
Court was bound, and the salvors therefore found themselves 
without the remedy they would have had against a privately- 
owned ship. A similar case occurred in February last—The 
Geigara (1919, P. 95), where a vessel was held free from arrest 
as being the property of the Esthonian Government. In June 
last statements appeared in the daily Press to the effect: that 
the Australian Government were relying on Crown ownership 
of the Australian State line of steamers to evade what were 
alleged to be their just liabilities in respect of their vessels. 
One correspondent in the daily papers has recently pointed out 
the risk of would-be salvors declining to render salvage ser- 
vices until satisfied that the vessel requiring these services is 
a privately-owned vessel. This is a real risk, and has been 
referred to judicially in the Privy Council: Young v. 4.s. 
Scotia (1903, A.C. 501). There the Canadian Government 
refused to pay for salvage services which were held to have 
been ‘‘of a valuable and meritorious character.’’ Lord 
Flatseury, in the course of the judgment delivered on behalf 
of the Judicial Committee, said: ‘‘ The result would be to 
warn every body not to assist a ship belonging to His Majesty, 
in however great distress she might be, and thereby incur any 
risk, because any claim for services would be met by the 
technical objection . . . that no one is entitled, as a 
matter of right. to recover salvage from the Crown.’’ 


%? 


‘**Remedies Against Military Superiors 

In AN article under this heading, in our issue for 14th June, 
our note on the case of Heddon v. Evans there discussed con- 
tained an unfortunate error. The plaintiff in that case, a 
solicitor in the Army, stied his commanding officer for trespass, 
but failed owing to the application of the well-known rules 
which practically debar men under military discipline from 
taking proceedings against superiors for acts committed in the 
course of their military duty. Owing to a misapprehension of 
some remarks by Mr, Justice McCArpi£, whose judgment was 
at that date only available in a very condensed newspaper 
report, we assumed that Mr. Heppon had entered the Army 
under the Military Service Acts. This, we now understand, 
is not the case Mr. Heppon enlisted in the first year of the 
war. and served three years in France, a creditable and ex- 
It is regretted that the wording of 


tremely patriotic record. 
unintentionally suggested an 


our note inadvertently and 


erroneous inference to the contrary on this point 

M Re trar | eke n the Bankruptey Court, expressed regret 
it the deat Wednesday of Mr. Registrar Manson, suddenly, in 
his seventieth veal Mr. Francke referred to Mr. Manson's legal 


vorks and his joint editorship with Sir John Macdonell of the Journal 


of Comparative Lequelation In November, 1912, Mr Manson was 
sppointed a Registrar of the High Court (in Bankruptcy) for Companies’ 
Winding Up, and he constantly attended to his duties lately, in spite of 
vis being dreadfully crippled by disease He (Mr. Francke) had ——— 
recollections of Mr. Manson, extending over many years, as a charming 
and cultured companion and a courteous gentleman Mr. F. W. Hansell, 
Mr. E. S. Grey (Senior Official Receiver in Bankruptcy), and Mr. H. E. 
Jurgess (Official Receiver in Companies’ Liquidation) joined in the 


expression of regret. 
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rister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 10s. 6d. net. 


Brailey (reported in the Times of 26th November), the terms ot settle 
ment included a withdrawal of the charges of cruelty 
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craft to which he can return. In the case of a prisoner who 
has already served a term in a Borstal institution and failed 
to profit by it, it is very improbable that a court would pass 
another sentence of Borstal detention. Such cases are not as 
a rule recommended. 

A youthful offender may be unsuitable for Borstal detention 
by reason either of his character or of his health. If he is of 
good antecedents he is more likely to be affected adversely from 
association with inmates of bad character than to derive benefit 
from the reformatory influences of the institution ; if, on the 
other hand, he has undergone without benefit the Borstal 
training, and has offended again, there is more likelihood of 
his retarding the improvement of his fellow inmates than of 
his own reform. 

A youthful offender unfitted, by reason of his good ante- 
cedents or physical disability, for Borstal detention is, if 
sentenced to imprisonment, placed in a separate class with 
others similarly situated. Under rules made by the Secretary 
of State for prisoners of sixteen to twenty-one years of age he 
is given the advantages of the Borstal system, so far as it can be 
applied in a prison, and is not allowed to associate with the 
older prisoners Imprisonment under these rules, however, 
cannot be regarded as equivalent to detention in a Borstal 
institution, where the length of time for which the offender 
can be kept under discipline forms one of the most important 
features of the treatment If a sentence exceeding three 
months’ imprisonment is passed upon a male youthful offender 
he is sent to a special prison (known as a “ collecting depét ’’) 
where greater facilities exist for carrying out the special rules 
than can be provided in other prisons. No advantage is likely 
to accrue to a lad from going to such a centre unless hi 
sentence exceeds three months in duration, since there is not 
sufficient time for the specia) training and discipline to produce 
any lasting result All offenders dealt with under the 
“modified Borstal system ’’ receive on dis harge special assist 
ance in obtaining suitable employment 

It should be observed that in order that a youthful offender 
may be treated under the ‘‘ modified Borstal ’’ rules it is not 
necessary, and it is not generally desirable, that the court 
should mention it in passing sentence. The prison authorities 
are responsible for applying the rules without express dire: 
tions from the court 





If a prisoner has already served a sentence of Borstal 
I . ' | LANCASTER » 


detention, and has committed further crime, or for other 
Teasons is considered to be beyond reclamation, it would, in 
the Secretary of State’s opinion, merely prejudice the favour 
able opportunities of other inmates of a Borstal institution : 
other members of a ‘‘ modified Borstal ’’ class if he is 
associated with them. Such cases are comparatively rare 
they are, as a rule, neither recommended for Borstal detention 
nor, if sentenced to imprisonment, are they sent to the “ col 
lecting depéts ’’ mentioned above. 

The exact method of meeting the new situation created b 
the Court of Criminal Appeal’s decision in P?. v. Oxlade (supra) 
is this: There has been a relaxation of the requirements in 
respect of physical condition previously laid down as essential! 
before a youth could receive a ‘‘ Borstal’’ sentence. ‘‘ Flat | 
feet,’’ ‘‘ pigeon chest,’’ rupture, defective sight, deafness, 
narrowness of chest, heart affection, varicose veins, and curva 
ture of the spine no longer are allowed to disqualify. These 
changes practically extend Borstal from Al to C3 category 
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the evide: i ary to point out that the learned arbitrator 
ha é , | the is injury by accident arising out 
of and é : f employment. ‘The Court of Appeal has set 
aside the i ‘ rbitr the ground that there was he 
ild be supported. I am of opinion 
rong. The medical evidence given 
on behalf that of Dr Hogarth He said ** The 
tntrusion and happen 
ing from vy I i to I a ; before he came in The Lords 
v2 all of them founded themselves 
lox irth ind they have based upon 
much as the intrusion, which, in their 
must have occurred, taking the maximum 
therefore it could in no 
n days betore The 
contemplated a con 
vl vy to iped the attention of the 
learned Lords JJ vecause he observes in this second statement 
which | have in n If it (that is, the small intestine) ** went 
in and came might cause pain and sickness The prin 
ciples which applied to facts like these are by now well 
settled ; they é declared on numerous occasions by your lord 
ships, and they be very eas ly summarized If the facts which 
» conflicting inferences of equal degrees of pro 
them is a mere matter of con 
ipplicant fails to prove his case, 
s upon the applicant. But 
where the know i not consistent, where there is 
ground for paring and balancing probabilities ag to their 
respective value a reasonable man might hold that the 
more probable mclusi s that for which the applicant yntends, 
then the arbitrat justified in drawing an inference in his favour 
That view of tl has been stated in this House repeatedly, and 
it is not open to challer to-day. On the view which I have formed 
of the facts in tl! use, | think the Court of Appeal were wrong in 
holding here that the facts proved gave rise to conflicting inferences 
of equal degre probability | think, on the contrary, that there 
Was ground her omparing and balancing the probabilities, and 
I think that the learned arbitrator was fully entitled on the facts 
proved before him to form the view thot the more probable con 
clusion was that f hich the applicant contends. He was entitled, 
for instance, to accept th »w of both doctors that the coincidence 
In point of time between a severe physical strain and the commence 
ment of the pain ests a more intimate connection. He was 
entitled to decide (as he did decide) that the medical view that the 
fatal intrusion could not at most be more thin three days’ stand 
ing was so much qualified by cautious reservations as to be of little 
value. Havir found this view, he was most certainly entitled to 
ask himself the question (and to answer it as he did): What in fact 
did happen while he was working which so swiftly produced a physical 
collapse so complete Counsel for the respondents necessarily 
admitted—we should have paid little attention to him had he denied 
it—-that the first so-called accident led to a temporary intrusion of 
the intestine, but he contended that, according to the medical 
evidence, this could not have been the final and fatal intrusion. It 
is an answer to this argument that the “ accident’ caused the vomit 
ing, and the vomiting was admitted'y a sufficient explanation of the 
final intrusion this connection the evidence of the applicant's 
doctor that the intestine might intrude within the mesenthol, with 
draw and re-intrade, is of great importance, and fully justified the 
finding of the arbitrato I am, for the reasons I have given, of 
opinion that the some it surprising conclusion reached by the Court 

ustained, and I move that the appeal be allowed 
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Lords Hatpane, Duneptn, ATKINSON and Buckmaster gave judg 
ments to the like effect. The appeal was accordingly allowed, with 
uppellant, C'on pston, K.C., and Shake 

Righy Swift, K.C.. J. B Vatthews, 
Soticirors, Aing, Wigg d& Brightman, for 
Chesterfield ; Peacock & Goddard, for Elliot-Smith 


Counse., for the 

apeare , for the respondent 
K C., md f ih fave 
Bertram Mather 
& Co., Mansfield 
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of the company was valid, although it might operate to the detriment 
of one of the shareholders. 

Allen v. Gold Reefs of West Africa (Limited) (1900, 1 Ch. 656 
applied. 

Appeal by the defendants from a decision of the Vice-Chancellor of 
the Palatine Court of Lancaster, raising an important point of com 
pany law The defendants were a private limited company incor- 
porated in 1894 with a capal of £80,000, carrying on business as 
cotton spinners at Heaton Norris, near Stockport. In 1912 they ex- 
tended their business to include that of cotton merchants and shippers, 
a business which the plaintiff's firm had carried on for upwards of 100 
years. In 1919 a special resolution was passed at a general meeting of 
the company, and subsequently confirmed, by which certain new 
articles of association were adopted. The only new articles material 
to the present case were 38 and 40. By Article 40 it was provided as 
follows ‘In every cause where shares are held by a person who 
carries on any business which is in direct competition with the business 
of the company, or who is a director of any company carrying on such 
business, the directors may at any time give to such person notice 
requiring him forthwith to transfer all such shares, and he shall there 
upon be bound, upon payment of the fair value of the shares, to be 
ascertained as stated in Article 38, to transfer the shares to such person 
or persons as the directors shall nominate.’’ Article 38 provided that 
the price of the shares of the company should be such as the auditors 
should certify in writing to be the fair value thereof. The plaintiff 
brought this action as a shareholder against the company to restrain 
them from adopting Article 40 as being invalid and oppressive, and 
contrary to public policy The defendants said that the article was 
not aimed at the plaintiff, but was adopted mainly owing to the fact 
that a shareholder named Bodden carried on business as a cloth 
merchant in competition with the company. The Vice-Chancellor held 
that the alteration made by inserting Article 40 was invalid as being 
oppressive to individual shareholders and contrary to natural justice, 
and granted the injunction. The company appealed. 

The Court allowed the appeal 

Lord Sternpate, M.R., after stating the facts, said that it did not 
seem to him to matter, as regarded the validity of the article, whether 
it was introduced for the purpose of using it against the plaintiff firm 
or not, except that some questions of bona fides might have arisen if 
it could have been said that it was introduced for the plaintiff’s harm 
and not the company’s good. It wag also said that it was specially 
directed against a shareholder, Bodden, with the intention of getting 
rid of him, but that also could only be material if it could be said 
that it went to shew a lack of bomé fides. It was true that if by 
reason of the relative positions of Bodden and the directors the article 
was invalid as against Bodden, then it was invalid altogether 
It was necessary to see what the power was of altering articles. 
That power was contained in section 13 of the Companies (Consolida- 
tion) Act, 1908, which re-enacted a similar provision in section 50 of 
the Companies Act, 1862. Under that section there was a right to pass 
as new articles anything that might be contained in original articles ; 
and the exercise of that power was subject to one qualification only, 
which was pointed out by Lord Lindley in Allen v. Gold Reefs of 
West Africa (Limited) (1900, 1 Ch. 656, at p. 671), when he said that, 
wide as the language of the section wes, “‘the power conferred by it 
must, like all other powers, be exercised subject ta those general 
principles of law and equity which are applicable to all powers con 
ferred on majorities and enabling them to bind minorities. It must be 
exercised not only in the manner required by law but also bond fide 
for the benefit of the company as a whole, and it must not be ex- 

The same thing was stated in rather different language in 
Buckley on Companies (9th ed.), page 25: ‘ Possibly the limita 
tion on the power of altering the articles may turn out to be that the 
alteration must not be such as to sacrifice the interests of the minority 
to those of a majority without any reasonable prospect of advantage 
to the company as a whole.”” In Brown v. British Abrasive Wheel 
Co. (1919, 1 Ch. 290, at p. 295) Astbury, J., had called it ‘‘ the 
ordinary principles of justice ’’ in a passage when he said : ‘‘ The ques- 
tion therefore is whether the enforcement of the proposed alteration on 
the minority is within the ordinary principles of justice, and whether it 
is for the benefit of the company as a whole."’ The learned Judge then 
seemed to state the question as if there were two-separate qualifications, 
but he (his lordship) doubted whether that was correct, and he thought 
the matter had been expressed more accurately by Lord Lindley in 
the passage already cited. If the articles were altered bond fide for 
the benefit of the company as a whole, then the alteration was con 
sonant with ordinary justice. Those were the principles to be applied 
here. It was objected here that, whatever alteration could be made 
in the articles of a company varying the terms on which the share 
holders held their shares, an alteration could not be made which went 
so far as to empower a company to expel a particular shareholder by 
buying up his shares. There was no such statement in an existing 
authority, but it was also true that none that haddbeen cited dealt with 
an alteration enabling the direct expulsion or buying out of a member 
It was, however, established in Phillipe v. Manufacturers 
(Lomited) (116 L. T. 290) that an article such as this would be per 
fectiy valid as an original article, and prima facie it followed that 
would be valid as an alteration of the articles unless it was not put in 
honda fide for the benefit of the company. Indeed, that was involved 
in the decision in Allen vy. Gold Reefa of West Africa (Limited) 
(supra), where it was held that an alteration in the articles enabling 
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Warrinaton, L.J., and Ever. J.. gave judgment t 
the former referring to Andrews v. Gas Meter ¢ Limited 
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Allen v. Flood (1898, A. ¢ 
Phe plaintiff brought an action against the defendants, 
officials of the West and Mid-Wales Yeast Dealers’ Asso 
injunction to restrain them from interte: ng in manner 
person t break his coutract with the 
The objects of the association 
to enable the meet and 
tone of the trade general y, and create a il endly leciiny among members 
Provision made tor spe ial ) illed by the chairmas 
and secretary at any time, and rule 20 provided lows On an 
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and no otber member ol ‘the association shall 
him for twelve months Ihe plaintiff was 
defendants for two years, and on leaving his 
yeast dealer, and the 
his old employer, on ascertaining that he 
customers and obtaining orders for yeast from the master, 
called a meeting of the association to matter. The new 
master, who was present, refused to dismiss the plaintiff, and a com 
mittee was formed to deal with the matter, but it did not proceed 
because the new master did later dismiss the plaintiff. Then th 
plaintiff brought this action 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts in the 
sidered judgment, said Rule 20 is void, as being an unreasonable 
restraint of trade see The Mineral Water Bottle, a&c., Co. v. Booth 
1887, 56 Ch. D. 436), but that does not make it an offence at common 
Law Rule 20 is inserted in the rules with the sol object of benefiting 
the members of the association in their respective 
with the object of injuring emp! yees who might be 
by it; and therefore it does not amount to a criminal or actionable con 
spiracy. The onus is on the plaintiff to shew that the defendants wrot 
fully coerced Hopkins into terminating the plaintiff's employment, and 
ised illegal means to procure him to commit tionable wro! see 
iilen v. Flood (1898, A. C. 1 On the evidence I hold that the sole 
motive actuating the defendants in procuring Hopkins to dismiss the 
plaintiff was to protect their common trade interests, and they did not 
use illegal means or bring undue pressure to bear on H: pkins to attain 
their object. The action, therefore, fails, and will be dismissed 
CouNsEL, Owen Thompson, K.( and Roope Reeve, for the plaintiff 
Jenkins, K.C., and ©. Lyttelton Chubb. for the defendants. So.icrrors 
Corbin, Greener, &- Cook: Indermaur & Brown 
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and not as joint tenants, and I make a declaration accordingly.— 
Counset, Stafford Crossman; Bryan Farrer; Stokes; A. U. Nesbitt; 
Ramsbotham. Sorscrrors, Horsley d& Weightman, for H. & A. Maz 
field, Sheffield; A. 7'. Lawden, for Evershed & Tomkinzon, Birmingham 
( opel Cure & Ball 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister at-Law 


REIGATE CORPORATION +. WILKINSON. Eve, J. 18th November. 


Rates—Weekty Texancy tates INCLUDED In ReNrT—AGREEMENT BY 
LaNpLoRD TO Pay Rates—Liasitity or LANDLORD! 


he defendant wa pwner of weekly property, the rent of which in 
tluded the rates The plaintiffs claimed arreara of rates on the ground 
that the defendant had agreed to pay them, and that having received 
the ratea in the rent he received them on behalf of and to the use of the 
plaintiffs 


Held, that the yp intifla were entitled to recover the ratea which the 
defendant had not accounted for to them 


Phis was an action by the plaintiff corporation to recover arrears 


of rates from the defendant as owner of houses in the plaintiffs’ district 
The properties were subject to weekly rentals, and the claim was to 
recover arrears of general district rates. The tenants’ rent included 


rates The plaintiffs alleged that the defendant had agreed to pay the 
rates to the local authority in consideration of their not demanding rates 


from the tenant and they contended that when the defendant had 


received the rates in hit rent he had and, received the part which 
represented rates for and on behalf of the local authority, and they re 
ferred to Stnelair v. Br igqham (1914, A. C. 398, 58 SoLiciroRs’ JOURNAL, 
32). The defendant contended that no such agreement had been made 


by him, that he was not upon the rate book for the properties, and that 
no demand note had been sent to him, which was a condition precedent to 


his liability He further said that it was a misconception to say that 
this was a case of mon had and received aud he referred to 
section 256 of the Public Health Act, 1875, as to demands for rates 
Ever, J., said that this was an action to recover from the defendant 
ibout £80, an equivalent to unpaid arrears of rates outstanding on ten 
or eleven houses owned by the defendant The claim was founded on 
two allevations : first, that there was an agreement under which the 
defendant was liable for the payment ; and secondly, that if there weré 
no such agreement there had been conduct on the part of the defendant 
which entitled the plaintiffs to recover as money in the defendants 
hands held to the use of the plaintiffs The defence was that on the 


true construction of the correspondence on which the plaintiffs relied no 


iwreement was disclosed, and if there were any such agreement it was 
of a more restricted character than the plaintiffs alleged, and only ex 
tended to five of the houses, and, further, that there was a condition 
precedent with regard to payment on demand which had not been 
complied with. The pesition was that the defendant was the owner of 
the houses, and liable for the rates on them, and he did not wish the 


The plaintiffs treated 


tenants to be worried with demands for rates 


the corr ssponde nce a8 an ay reement to pay and there was subsequent 
conduct on both sides in accordance with that arranggment, which was 
adhered to down to 1913 As there was an agreement implying a 


promibe to pay, it ought to be extended beyond the five houses still 
wwned by the defendant, and it was material to notice that the course 
of conduct between the parties as to the rates was exactly the same as 
to the other five h uses. It had not been proved that there was a 
condition precedent, and if there was such a condition it had been 
On the whole, the plaintiffs had established their case, 


omplied with 
, 


ind if the parties were not agreed a to the amount there would 
to be an inquiry. On the question whether the action e uld be main 
tained on the footing of money had and received by the defendant 
for the use of the plaintiff, the Court would express no opinion, but 
there were grave difficulties in the way of any such contention. The 
defendant must pay the costs of the action.—-Counsrt, Vaugham, K.C 
and R. Glen: Stuart Revran K.C.. and G@. W. H. Jones SOLICITORS 
Vicol. “on, d Nicol, for Grece a Patten, Redhill; ¢ 7’. Wilkinsor 


Reported y S. BE. Wittrams tarrister-at-Law. ] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


HUNT +. BLISS. Div. Court. 20th November, 
SmERGENCY LedisiaTiIon—LANDLORD AND TENANT—Notice By TENANT 
ro ‘Quit—Lanptorp’s Conprtionan Contract With PURCHASER 
RerusaL or Tenant to Give Up Possesston—Recovery or Possrs 
s10oN—INCREASE OF RENT, & War ResTRICTIONS Acr, 1915, s. 1, 

SUB-SECTION (3) 

The dejf..dant was ten t to the plaintiff / premises subject to a 
quarter « notice. In Mareh 1919. the defendant gave a quarte r'a notice to 
quit The plaintiff thereupon contracted with a purchaser to sell the 
premises the contract b ing conditional on the plaintiff being ahle to 
qperve the purchaser possession on Lady Day, 1919, when the quarter's 
notice expired. On the plaintiff requiring possession, in order to carry 


mve 





out hia contract with the pur haser, the defendant refused to give up 
possession, and the plaintiff im consequence lost the contract with the 


purchaser In an action claiming possession of the premises, 
Held, that although the nmntiff had heen induced hy the conduct of 
the defendant to enter int the contract with the pure haser. yet. aa he 


/ 


was not liable under the contract to av action by the purchaser for breach 
of contract, the circumstances did not form a ** satisfactory ground * on 
which the Court would exercise its discretion under section 1, sub- 
section (3), of the Increase of Rent, &c. (War Restrictions), Act, 1915, to 
make an order for the recovery of the premises. 

Green-Price v. Webb (ante, p. 100) distinguished 

Appeal from the Swindon County Court The plaintiff claimed 
possession of certain premises at Swindon which had been let by the 
plaintiff to the defendant at a yearly rent of £30. Un 24th Decembe: 
i¥1s, the defendant gave to the piaintall a quarter s notice in writing Ww 
determine the tenancy in March, 1919. In consequence of this notice the 
plaintiff made a contract with a purchaser of the premises, the sale being 
conditional on the plaintiff being able to give the purchaser possession on 
Lady Day, 1919. On possession being required by the landlord, in order 
to carry out this contract, the defendant refused to give up possession, 
and the plaintiff in consequence lost the contract. Ihe plaintiff then 
brought this action, claiming possession of the premises. ‘The county 
court judge gave judgment in tavour of the landlord, on the ground that 
the Act of 1915 did not apply to the present case, as there was no 
tenancy in existence between the plaintiff and the defendant, the 
defendant having terminated it, and in consequence having become by 
holding over a mere trespasser, no relation of landlord and tenant any 
longer subsisting between the parties. The tenant appealed, and the 
landlord, the respondent, contended (infer alia) that if the Act did apply, 
the manner in which the tenancy was brought.to an end was a “ satis 
factory ground *’ within the meaning of section 1, sub-section (3), of the 
Act ol LY15, upon which the order for recovery of possession could be 
made 

Coteripcr, J.—The section of the Act of 1915 under which the ques 
tion in this case has been raised is quite clear in its terms. It provides 
that no order as to the recovery of possession of a dwelling-house to 
which the Act applies shall be made against a tenant, so long as he 
cont nue to pay the rent, and pert wm the conditions under which he 
holds, with the exception of delivering up possession at the end of the 
term, which must be, of course, understood. Moreover, the tenant must 
not haye committed wasté or a nuisance; and there is the further pro- 
vision that an order may be made if the landlord requires the premises 
for his own occupation, or for the employee of some tenant of his 
Che tenant in the present case did not come under any of these excepted 
srounds There is a further stipulation, however, under which an order 
may be made—namely, or some othe® ground which may be deemed 
atisfactory by the Court. It had been urged that the tenancy was 
determined by the notice to quit given by the tenant, and that afte: 
Lady Day no tenancy existed, and the tenant became a trespasser, thus 
rendering himself liable to certain obligations by reason of holding over 
lt was contended that the Court ought to take that view of the case, 
and hold that there was neither landlord nor tenant, nor rent to be paid, 
within the meaning of the Act, and, therefore, that the Act did not 
ipply at all. That, however, appeared not to be the law, having regard 
to the construction put upon the section under consideration by various 
cases. In none of them was it urged with success that, where the land 
lord or tenant gave notice to quit, on the expiration of the notice 
there was no tenancy, and no rent to which the Act applied. The first 
contention, therefore, seemed to fail. The next contention was clearly 
not. In Stovin v. Fairbrass (63 Soticrrors’ JournaL, 682) it was 
clearly laid down that the fact of the landlord desiring to take possession 
because he had wanted them for a Sond fide purchaser, did not prevent 
the operation of the Act, and did not fall within any of the exceptions 
in favour of delivery of possession to the landlord In Price v 
Pritchard (35 T. L. R. 672) again it was held that the tenant holding 
over was not deprived of the protection of the Act, the landlord not 
requiring the house for his own occupation. The case of Green-Price 
v Webb (ante, p. 100) was so far similar to the present case 
that there the tenant gave notice, and the landlord took 
advantage of this notice being given, and let the premises to another 
tenant. When the crucial time came, however, for giving up possession, 
the tenant refused to go out, and continued in possession. It was held 
there that the Act did not protect the tenant, and it was so held on the 
very reasonable ground that the landlord had been led to make himself 
liable for a breach of the contract into which he had entered owing to 
the tenant having given notice. For this reason it was held that this 
was a satisfactory ground on which the Court could make the order 
against the tenant. In the case of Artizans, Labourers and Generut 
Dwellings Co. v. Whittaker (1919, 2 K. B. 301), Astbury, J., expressed a 
view, which, however, was to some extent obiter, that the section should 
not be read differently when the tenant gave the notice, and that the 
section must be considered as operative from the day on which the order 
for possession was applied for. But in the present case the sale had not 
gone off, so as to make the landlord liable for breach of contract, as the 
landlord was in (freen-Price v. Webb (supra), thus affording a grounc 
deemed satisfactory by the Court for making the order. Although 
Flannagan v. Shaw (ante, p. 51) did not decide the question now 
before the Court, it had a bearing upon the present case. That was an 
action for double rent under the Act of 1737. It was not doubted that 
the tenant was still in the enjoyment of a statutory tenancy created by 
sub-section (3) of section 1 of the Act of 1915. The question was whether 
he could be sued for double rent, and it was held that he could, on th: 
ground that such double rent was not in the nature of rent as between 
landlord and tenant in the usual acceptation of the term, but really in 
the nature of a penalty, though denominated rent by statute. It was on 
the ground that it was not rent that the Court held that it could be 








recovered, because if it were rent it could not be recovered, as the pro 
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vision of sub-section (3) of the Act of 1915 would apply, although it was 
the tenant who had given notice, and that notice had expired. That 
decision indirectly seemed to be an additional authority to shew that 
should a tenant himself give notice and hold over, he would be in the 
position of a statutory tenant, and, except for the pains and penalties of 
the Act of 1737, would be immune from any increase of rent. It seemed, 
therefore, that a statutory tenancy arose the instant the notice to quit 
came into effect, although it was the tenant who gave it, and the tenant 
alone desired to withdraw it. There was nothing in the present case to 
bring the landlord within sub-section (3), which enabled the Court to 
exercise its discretion in his favour. The appeal should be allowed. 
McCarptr, J., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counser, 7’ H 
Parr, for appellant ; Poa, for res} ondent. Soxrrcrrors, Surr d& Co 


for 
H. Lemon, Swindon; A. E. & C. F. Pridham, for Foreman & Pridham, 
Swindon 


- 


[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-et-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
LINGHAM v. LINGHAM (The King’s Proctor shewing cause). 


Horridge, J. 6th November. 


DIsCRETION UNDER SECTION 31 OF 
ADULTERY SUBSEQUENT TO KING’s 
Decree RESCINDED. 


INTERVENTION BY KING’s PRocTOR 
rue Marrimoniat Causes Act, 1857 
Procror’s PLEA—DISCRETION Not EXERCISED 
Where a petitioner has not only committed adultery prior to the King’s 

Proctor'’s intervention, but has also committed adultery subse quent to 

the King’s Proctor’s plea and ajter he (or she) knew that it was wrong 

to do sao, the Court will not exercise its discretion in the petitwner’s 
favour and grant a decree under section 31 of the Matrimomal Causes 

ict, 1857. 

In this suit the King’s Proctor intervened to set aside a decree nisi 
obtained by Mrs. Rose Helena Lingham, on 14th October, 1918, on the 
grounds of the desertion and adultery of her husband, Thomas F. H. 
Lingham, the King’s Proctor alleging that the petitioner had been guilty 
f adultery. The petitioner had filed her petition in April, 1917 
The King’s Proctor, by his plea, alleged that material facts had not 
been brought to tne knowledge of the Court, and that the petitioner 
had herself been guilty of adultery, in June, 1916, with a 
man named Edward George Prestridge, in consequence of which 
she had given birth to a child on 14th March, 1917, at Leicester. 
The petitioner, by her answer, admitted the allegations of adultery, 
but said she was unaware that her adultery was a material fact. She 
also pleaded that Prestridge was ready to marry her if her decree nisi 
was made absolute; that the respondent was impotent, and was unable 
to consummate the marriage; that the respondent made her practise 
masturbation on him ; that she was willing and capable of consummating 
the marriage, and was unaware that the respondent’s impotence was a 
ground for relief; that the respondent insulted her by telling her in 
July, 1914, that he could consummate the marriage, and was going to 
live with another woman; that the respondent had treated her with 
cruelty, and had deserted her; that when she first committed adultery 
she was lonely, miserable, and in indigent circumstances; and that the 
respondent had by his conduct conduced to her adultery. She prayed 
that the King’s Proctor’s plea might be dismissed, and asked the Court 
to exercise its discretion in her favour, and grant her a decree. The 
King’s Proctor, by his reply, did not admit the petitioner's allegations, 
except that the respondent had deserted her. Counsel said that the 
petitioner was married when she was eighteen in 1899. The respondent 
treated her with atrocious cruelty, and was practically a lunatic. Up 
to 1914 the respondent was unable to consummate the marriage, but 
then recovered, and committed adultery with another woman The 
cruelty began two days after the marriage, and continued for ten years 
There had been adultery since the date of the King’s Proctor’s plea 
Mrs. Lingham, the petitioner, in the course of her evidence, bore out 
counsel’s opening. She admitted adultery since she had received the 
King’s Proctor’s plea. Cross-examined by Mr. Bayford, she admitted 
that Prestridge came to her bedroom occasionally in 1913 or 1914 to 
dress up in her clothes for amusement. When her solicitor inquired the 
circumstances of her marriage from her when she was going to sue as a 
poor person, he never asked her if she had ever committed adultery 
— When her child was born she signed her name as R. H. 

restrid ge as the informant Mr Prestridge corroborated the 
petitioner's statement. Cross-examined, he had ceased to live with the 

petitioner as his wife after being warned by his solicitor in June. 1919 

Counsel having addressed the Court. 

Horripcr, J., in the his judgment. said :—I should very 
much like to exercise my discretion in this case, and should have done so 
if the petitioner had not committed adultery subsequent to the King’s 
Proctor’s plea. I am very sorry for her—she has had a miserable life. 
ne _ = 6 eee. innocent girl when she was married. Even if 
a po _ smear nt - ’ rend oo — leay ing her husband. under 
in her favour if she h id a re r tit : <j it yr exercised my dim aap 
Proctor’s lea But : e 7 4 ~ - es = a he the King : 

I ‘ it after lea ing the Court when she obtained a decree 
om before Mr Justice Hill, her solic itor’s clerk w arned her that she 
was not free till the decree was made ibsolute, and the King’s Proctor 
might make inquiries Then she received the King’s Proctor’s plea, 


course of 
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[Reported by O. G. Tatsor-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at- Law.) 
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New Orders, &c. 


Rule of the Supreme Court. 





mal Rule made by the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court 
the closing of the Office of the ourt on 
December, 1919 


Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the fol 


lerence to Supreme ( 


the 27th 
e, the Rule 
Rule 
wing rule shall be added to Order 65, viz 
1.—Notwithstanding the provisions of Rule 6, the several 
f the Supreme Court shall be closed on Saturday, the 27th 
December, 1919, and when any limited time less than six 
atter any date orevent ts appointed or allowed for 
any act or taking any that day, the 27th day 
1919, shall not be reckoned in such limited time, and 
where the time for any act or taking any proceeding expires 
on the 27th day of December, 1919, such act or proceeding shall, 
so far as regards the time for doing or taking the same, be held 
to be duly done or taken if done or taken on Monday, the 29th day 
if December, 1919 
And we, the said Rule Committee 
irget this rule should cofme 
this rule to come into operation 
Dated the 29th day of Nov 1919 
BIRKENHEAD, CHas. H. Sarcanr, J 
Reapine, C.J P. OGDEN Lawrence, J 
STERNDALE, M.R r. R. Huenes 
Henry E. Deke, P H. WINTERBOTHAM 
R. W. Bray, J ’.. H. Morrow 
4. T. Lawrence. J 
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Board of Trade Order, 
PROFITEERING AC1 1919 


Profiteering Act, 1919 
conterred on the 


Whereas by the 
the Act) 
view to the 

And 
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Trade with a 


hereinafter 
certain powers are Board of 
checking of profiteerin 

Section 2 of tl \ he Board of 
Local Authoritic to establish 
mittees and to delegate to those committes inv or all of 
of the Board under the Act in articles o1 
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make reg directions as to the constituti mm, 
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Com 
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emy 
powers 
respect of any 
sales 
ulatior 
and procedure of committees so established 

Now therefore the Board of Trade in the exercise of 
recited powers do hereby authorize each Local Authority mentioned 
ided in the definition of the Schedule hereto 
Local Committee and do hereby delezate to all Local 
established all the powers of the Board in relation to 
Section 1 of the Act the power of the 
prices ub-section (1) 
toard that 


and ve 
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shall not take part in the consideration 
ww vote upon any question relating to, a complaint where he is a trade 
competitor of the person complaint has been lodged 
(in this Part referred to as the Respondent), or in which such member 
decision of the complaint unless he has 


than twenty-five, : 
: proceedings upon the hearing of the com 


Act consisting .of 


n equality of votes, 


a second or casting , 
ade may, if they think fit, prescribe notices 
ind any other documents or forms which may be used for facilitating 
Local Committee in the operation of the Act 
Notices and other documents required to be delivered to the 
to the office of the clerk to the Lacal 
be delivered at, or sent by post to, that office 
sent to a complainant or to a respondent may 
or delivered at such person's place of business o1 


additional members 
proceedings of the 


Notices required to 
be sent by post to 
usual or last known place of abode. 

Unless otherwise directed in any case by the Board of Trade 


ulmirvistration of 


, ' 
+ complaint shall 
ale or transaction complained of took place 


for the adequate representation of Labour on each Committee Lodging and Hearing 
ind shall be delivered at, or sent by 
within four days of the date 
of the sale or transaction which is the subject of the complaint or 
be allowed by the 


post so as to be delivered 


mittee in any particular case 


1 Chairman, who shall preside 
extended beyond fourteen days without the consent of the 


16. The written complaint shall be considered by the Local Com 
vhich the Local Committee are of opinion 
that the complaint does not give the required particulars, or does not 
hearing the complaint, it shall be 
competent to the Local Committee (a) after giving the complainant 
n opportunity of being heard to dismiss the complaimt without calling 


Sub-Committees appointed r 
the complainant that 


«cal Committee may 
upon the respondent; or (6) to notify 
further and better particulars or grounds of complaint, as the case 
f the complaint will be dismissed ; and in the latter 
case unless such further and better particulars, or grounds of com 
plaint, as appear to the Committee to justify further action on their 
part, are delivered to them not more than three days after such 
notification has been sent to the complainant, or within such extended 


time as may be allowed by the Local Committee, the complaint shall 


these Regulations othe: 


ommittee consider that 


proceedings should he taken thev shall rey » the Local Committees 


Complaints delivered after the expiration of the fourth day after 
complained of, or after 
any particular case, shall be 


Committee shall 
unless the Local Committee in any particul 
complaint, the Local Committee are satisfied that a prima farie cause 
of complaint has been disclosed, the Local Committee shall hear the 
mmplaint, and at least three days before the hearing of the com 
plaint shall send to the complainant and to the respondent notice in 
writing of the date and place fixed for the hearing 
18. For the purpose of ascertaining the facts relevant to the decision 
the complaint the Local Committee shall hear such witnesses as 
think fit, provided that they 
plainant and respondent an opportunity of being heard 


part of the proceedings 
provided always that 
Committee may exclude the parties and the public at any time during 
purpose of conferring 


before the Local Committee shall be 





19. The Local Committee may summon to appear before them any 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE Do NoT | Person whom they wish to examine, and whose evidence may in their 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
FUNDS FoR ITS HUMANE WorK. 


call for the production of any documents relevant to the complaint 
20. The complainant 





WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED 0! 





De 


before 
appoint 
 & 
appeari 
power f 
22. I 
are sati 
sale or 
stances, 
which \ 
re-pay 
excess < 
before 
declarin 
profit w 
m the 





articles 
23. If 
pot sat 
thev sh: 
24. TI 
be forth 
complair 
25. Ei 
decision 
ceedings 
Appeal ' 
mittee | 
in dupli 
the deci 
delivered 
time as, 
The L 
the appe 
from the 
by the I 
until the 
to the L 
26. Th 
appeal is 
the notic 
document 
complaint 
their dec 
27. Th 
any othe 
mittee uy 
Appeal T 
or some 
place bef 
Committe 


complaint 


29. The 
the Board 
be appoin 

wD The 
by the A 
Tribunal 

31. The 
appointed 
at the me 
any meeti 
preside, w 

32. The 
Regulation 
Tribunal, 
Committee 

33. As s 
Tribunal s| 
three days 
the parties 
is the subj 
fixed for t 

34. On tl 
the appeal 
Vary the di 
which woul 
to the com 
such price 
Proceedings 

The « 
Municated 
Committee | 

) A rec 
thall be ent, 
2lst Nov 





Dee, 6, 1919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 64.)_t19__ rig 











before the Local Committee, or may be represented by 
appointed by them for that purpose 

21. The Local Committee shall have power to 
appearing before them to give evidence on oath, ard shall have 
power to authorize any person to administer an oath for the purpose 
22. If wpon the hearing of the complaint, the Local Committe: 
are satisfied that a profit has been made, or has been sought, on the 
sale or cffer for sale of an article which is, in view of all the circum 
stances, unreasonable, the Local Committee shall declare the price 
which would yield a reasonable profit, and shall require the seller 
repay to the complainant any amount paid by the complainant i 
excess of such price, and they rmuay take proceedings against the seller 
before « Court of Summary Jurisdictior Provided always that in 
declaring the price which would yield a reasonable profit a rate of 
profit which does not exceed the fair average rate earned by persons 
m the sarne way ol business as the seller upon the sale of similat 


persons 


require any person 


articles under pre-war conditions shall not be deemed unreasonable 
23. If, on the hearing of the complaint, the Local Committee are 
pot satisfied that an unreasonable profit has been made or sought 
shall dismiss the complaiit 
The decision of the Local Committee u i compiatiut hall 
rthwith communicated in writing by the ommitte 
omplainant and to the respondent 

25. Either party to the complaint, if aggrieved by any order or 
decision of the Local Committee other than a decision to take pro 
ceedings before a Court of Summary Jurisdiction, may appeal to the 
Appeal Tribunal for the Area against the decision of the Local Com 
mittee by delivering to the Local Committee in the pre cribed form 
in duplicate a notic+ of appeal, not later than three clear days after 
the decision in writing of the Local Committee shall have been 
delivered to the complainant anal respondent, or within such extended 
time as, for good reasons shown, the Local Committee may allow. 

The Local Committee shall thereupoa send to the other party to 
the appeal the duplicate notice of appeal If an appeal 1s duly made 
from the decision of the Local Committee action on any order made 
by the Local Committee respecting such decision shall be suspended 
until the decision of the Appeal Tribunal has been duly communicated 
to the Local Committee. , 

26. The Local Committee shall, in any case in which notice of 
appeal is given, send forthwith to the Appeal Tribunal for the Area 
the notice of appeal and the written complaint, together with any 
documents in the possession of the Local Committee relating to the 
complaint, and the Local Committee may indicate the reasons for 
their decision 

27. The Local Committee shall furnish to the Appeal Tribunal 
any other information respecting the decision of the Local Com- 
mittee upon any complaint which is the subject of an appeal to the 
Appeal Tribunal, and may appoint 9 member of the Local Committee 
or some other person duly authorized in that, behalf to appear and 
place before the Appeal Tribunal the grounds upon which the Local 
Committee came to the decision which is the subject of the Appeal 

28. A Register shall be kept by the Local Committee recording the 
decisions of the Local Committee and of any Sub-Committee on each 
complaint, together with a copy of the complaint 


Part I] 
fppeal Tribunals 


29. There shall be Appeal Tribunals acting within such areas 
the Board of Trade may appoint, consisting of such persons as may 
be appointed for the purpose by the Board of Trade ; 

®. The Appeal Tribunals may act through 
by the Appeal Tribunal consisting of members of the 
Tribunal 

31. The Appeal Tribunal shall, unles a Chairman has been 
appointed by the Board ol Trade, elect 
at the meetings of the Tribunal. If the Chairman is absent from 
any meetings the members present shall choose one of themselves to 
preside, who shall have all the powers of the Chairman 

32. The Regulations contained in the preceding paragraphs of these 
Regulations shall so far as applicable appiy in the case of the Appeal 
Tribunal, with the substitution of ‘Appeal Tribunal for “ Local 
Committee.’’ 

33. As soon as may be after receiving a notice of appeal the Appeal 
Tribunal shall fix a date for the hearing of th appeal, and at least 
three days before the date fixed the ieoeal Tribunal shall send 
the parties to the appes ul, and to the Local Committes vhose deci 
is the subject of the appeal, notice in writing of the date and place 
fixed for the he iring of the appeal 

34. On the hearing of the appeal, 1 Appeal Tribunal may disn 
the appeal and confirm the decision of the Local Committee. or ma 
Vary the decision, as to them seems just, and may declare the price 
which would yield a reasonable proht, and require the seller to repay 
to the complainant any amount paid by the complainant in excess of 
such price. The Appeal Tribunal may also, if they think fit 
Proceedings aysainst the seller in a Court of Summary Jurisdictior 

35. The decision of the Appeal Tribunal shall be forthwith con 
Municated in writing to the parties to the appeal, and to the Local 
Committee against whose decision the appeal has been made 

%. A record of the decision of the Appeal Tribunal each appe 
thall be entered in a register of appeals to be kept for the purpose 
2lst November. (Gazette, 28th November 


ommittees appointed 
\) j al 


a Chairman who shall preside 


e to the 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





.For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
Age not less : 


hi 
— Females. Males, 





£8 10 6 9 10 
9 18 6 
| 


70 11 29 10 











** A strong, well-managed concern.”’— Financial Tumes. 

“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.’’—IJnsurance News. 

**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.” — 
Impressions. 

‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





PROFITEERING ACT, 1919. 

Whereas under Section 2 of the Profiteering Act, 1919, the Board 
of Trade are empowered to authorize Local Authorities to establish 
Local Committees and to make Regulations and give directions as 
to the nstitution, powers and procedure of the Local Committees 
so established 

And whereas by Order dated the 9th Septemter, 1919, the Board 
of Trade did authorize Local Authorities to establish Local Com 
mittees and did make the Regulation et out in the Schecule to the 
said Order viviny directions as to the onstitution, powers and pro 
cedure of the Local Committees « tablished by Local Authorities : 

And whereas by Order dated the 2nd October, 1919, the Board of 
Trade did make Revgulationg and did give directions as to the con 
stitution, powers and procedure of such Joint Local Committees as 
may from time to time be established by two or more Local Authori 
ties with the consent of the Board of Trade 

And hereas it is now deemed expedient to amend egulations 
3, 6, 13, 15, 16 and WO of the Regulations made on the 9th September, 
1919, and 2nd October, 1919 respectively, : 

Now, therefore, the Board of Tr ide, in exercise of the above recited 
powers, do hereby rescind Regulations 3, 6, 13, 15, 16 and B® of the 
Regulations made on the 9th September, 1919, and 2nd October, 1919, 
respectively, and do hereby make the Regulations set outi in the 
Schedule to this Order in lieu of the Regulations hereby rescinded 


> 
‘ 


SCHEDULE 


AmeNpreD Recubations ror Loca, Committees ann Jorwnt Loca Com 
MITTEES UNDER THE PRoriTeERING Act, 1919 


3. In the appointment of Members of the Local Committee the 
Local Authority shall provide that not less than two members of the 
Committee shall be women. The Local Authority shall also provide 
for the adequate representation of labour on each Committee, and in 
order to provide for compliance with Regulation W shall further 
provide for the representation of the Local Food Control Committee 
by the appointment to the Local Committee of not less than three 
members of the Local Food Control Committee or three members 
nominated by the Local Food Control Committee having jurisdiction 
in the district 

6. The Local Committee may appoint a Clerk and such other officers 
is May be considered necessary, and the Clerk may take proceedings 
m behalf of the Local Committee in a Court of Summary Juris 
liction . 

13. Notice nd othe eu ts required to he delivered to the 
Local Committee shall | ent to the Office of the Clerk to the Local 
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Committee, and may be delivered at, or sent by post to, that office 
Notices required to be sent to a complamant or to a respondent may 
be sent by post to or delivered at such person's place of business ot 
usual or last known place of abode. 

15. The complaint shall be made in writing to the Office of the 
Clerk to the Local Committee, and shall be delivered at, or sent by 
post so as to be delivered at, that office within four days ol the date 
of the sale or transaction which is the subject of complaint, or within 
such extended time as may be allowed by the Local Committee in an} 
time be xtended 
bevond fourteen day without the concent of th Board of Tr ide. 

16. The written complaint shall be considered by the Local Com 
mittee. and in any case in which the Local Committee 
that the complaint does not give the required particulars, or di es not 
disclose primd-facte grounds for hearing the omplaint, it shall be 
Committee (a) after giving the complainant 
the complaint without call 





particular case, provided that in no case shall the 


ire of opiniol 


competent to the Local 
an opportunity of being heard, to dism 
(4) to notify the complau int that unless 


ing upon the respondent . oa 
complaint, as the ease 


further and better particulars or grounds of . 
may be, be given the complaint will be dismissed ; and in the latter 
case unless such further and better particulars, or grounds of com 
plaint, as appear to the Committee to jJustily further action on their 
part, are delivered to them not more than three days after such 
notification has been sent to the complainant, or within such extended 
time as may be allowed by the Local Committee, the complaint shall 
be dismissed , 

3. The Special Sub-Committee shall consist of five members of 
whom not less than three shall be members of the Local Food Controf 
Committee or shall be members nominated by the Local Food Control 
Committee having jurisdiction in the district 

24th November (Gazette 28th November 


Societies. 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The ninety-second annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool was held in the Law Library, 10, Cook-street, Liverpool, om 
Friday, 28th November, 1919, the President Mr. Finlay Dun) in the 
chair. There was a good attendance of members, including Si A. 
Norman Hill. Bart. (Vice-President), Mr. John L. Williams (Hon. 
Treasurer), Messrs. F. Gregory, J. H. Kenion, E. V. Crooks, W. Forshaw 
Wilson, J. ¢ tromfield, G. A. Solly, B, Arkle, R. Norris H. D. Bate 
son, ( E Nield b Russell Robert mad J (iraham Kento Hon 
Se retary) 

lhe notice convening the meeting and the 
of accounts were taken as read 

The President, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts 
delivered an address. The report and accounts were adopted 

On the motion of Mr. J. H. Kenion, a vote of thanks to the Presiden 

his address was unat imously passed 

Che thanks of the Society were accorded to the officers and committee 
for their services during the year, on the motion of Mr. H. D. Bateson, 
seconded by Mr. F. Gregory 

There being only nine nominations to fill the nine vacancies on the 
committee, the following were declared elected for the ensuing period 
of three years :—Messrs, G. W. Allen, E. L. Billson, FE. W. Bird, E. V. 
Crooks, Finlay Dun, F. H. Edwards, F. C. Gregory, L. 8. Holmes, and 
D. Maclver 


annual report and statement 


United Law Society. 

\ meet ny ol the above-named sox ely Wie eld on the let inst. in the 
Middle Temple Common Room, Mr. R. W. Turnbull! in the chan 

Mr. C. E. Jones moved That the case of Weld Blundell 1 Stephens 
(1919, 1 K.B. 520 and 63 Sonicrrors’ Jovranar WI) was wrongly 
decided.’’ There also spoke Mesars. W. S. Jones, T. Hynes, G. 'W 
Fisher, Neville Tebbutt, C. P. Blackwell, W. C. Pilley, and R. S 
Shove (visitor Mr. C. E. Jones having replied, the motion was put to 
the house, and was lost by five votes 

The next meeting of the society will be held in the Middle Temple 
Common Room at 7.30 p.m. on the 15th inst 

The annual dinner of the society will be held on 26th January. 1980, 
at the Café Monico, with the Lord Chancellor in the chair. Early 
application for tickets (price 12s. 6d.) should be made to the secretary 
or apy member of the committee 


Law Students’ Debating Society. 

At a meeting of the Society, held at the Law Society’s Hall. on Tues 
aay, 25th November, 1919 (chairman, Mr. H. C. Meyer), th: subject for 
debate was “ That in the opinion of this House the Government's Policy 
of Intervention in Russia was fully justified Mr. C. P. Blackwell 
— in the affirmative. Mr, D. E. Oliver opened in the negative 

© following members also spoke: Messrs. Morden, Pleadwell. Hall. 
Chadwick, Fox-Andrews, Sage, Tromas, Anderson, Neave, Nimmo and 
Mee. The opener having replied, and the Chairman having summed up, 
the motion was carried by three votes. There were thirty-four inembers 
and three visitors present 


Law Society Prizes. 
Awards for 1919. 


The Law Society announces the award of the following special prizes 
open to candidates at the tinal examinations in 1919 : 

Scorr ScHOLARSHIP.—Angus Marshall, having, in the opinion of the 
Council, shown himself best acquainted with the Theory, Principles and 
Practice of Law, they have awarded to him the scholarship founded by 
the late Mr. James Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Mr. Marshall served 
his articles of clerkship with Mr. (William Harrison, of the firm of Messrs 
Fielder. Jones & Harrison, of London, and obtained the Daniel Reardon 
and the Clement's Inn prizes in October, 1919 

Broperip Prize ror Rear Prorvertry anp CONVEYANCING.—James 
William Thurston Holland, M.A.Oxon, having shown himself best ac 
quainted with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of Conveyance 
ing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the prize, consisting o! « 
gold meda), founded by the late Mr. Francis Broderip, of New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. Mr. Holland served his articles of clerkship with Mr 
Park Nelaon Stone, M.A., of the firm of Messrs. Laces & Co., of Liver 
pool, and was placed seventh in First Class Honours in October, 1919 

Crapon Prize.—George Benjamin Hemming, having shown himeeli 
best acquainted with the Principles and Practice of Equity, and other- 
wise passed a satisfactory examination, the Council have awarded to 
him the prize founded by the late Mr. John Moxon Clabon, of Great 
George-street, Westminster. Mr. Hemming served his articles of clerk 
ship with Mr. Stanley Jack Rubinstein, of the firm of Messrs. Rubin 
stein, Nash & Co.. of London, and obtained Second Class Honours in 
April, 1919 

The local prizes awarded are as follows 

ATKINSON CONVEYANCING Prize ror LIVERPOOL OR PRESTON 
SrupENts.—Alfred Williamson Brown, LL.M., Liverpool, who served 
two-thirds of his period of service in Liverpool, having shown himself 
best acquainted with the Law Real Property and the Practice of 
Conveyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination and attained 
honor ry distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal 
founded by the late Mr. John Atkinson, of Liverpool. Mr. Brown served 
his articles of « erkship with Mr Joseph Frederick Read, of the firm « 
Mesers. J. F. Read & Brown Liverpool, and obtained Third Class 
Honours in October, 1919 

Alan Anderson Boyle, who served two-thirds of his period of service 
in Liverpool, having passed second in order of merit and attained 
honorary disiinct yn, the Council] have awarded to him the gold medal 
Which was withheld in 1917, owing to there being no candidate qualified 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


ENGLAND'S GREATEST ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN, 


‘THE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
—— for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life 


The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 


£12,000 has to be raised every year 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Wil to thie Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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to yA the prize. Mr. Boyle served his articles of clerkship with Mr. 
William Boyle, oi Liverpool, and obtamed Third Class Honours in 
April, 1919. 

Rurerr BremNeR Mepart ror LiverPoot Stupents.—Alan Anderson 
Boyle, having also shewn himself best acquainted with the Principles of 
Law and Procedure in the matters usually determined or administered 
in the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice in Bank- 
ruptcy, passed a satisfactory examination, and attained honorary dis 
tinction, the Council have awarded to him the Rupert Bremner Prize 
consisting of a gold medal, founded in memory of the late Mr. Rupert 
Bremner, of Liverpool 

Alfred Williamson Brown, LL.M sv vy passed second iy 


wder of merit and attained honorary distinction, the Council have | 


awarded to him the gold medal w W thheld in 1917, owing to 
there beIng no candidate qualified for the prize \ir. Brown served his 
articles of « lerkship as stated 

SrepHen Heelis Prize ror MANCHESTER AND SALFORD STUDENTS 
Laurence Marks, vho served two-thirds f his period Tt service 1 
ianchester, having passed the best examination and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal founded in 
Stephen Heelis, of Manchester Mr. Marks 
served his articles of clerkship with Mr. James Harold Ashton, of 
Manchester, and was placed fifth in First Class Honours in October, 
1919 

Jonn Stanley Ogden, who served two-third his perio ce in 
Manchester, having passed second in order of merit attained 
honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal 
which was withheld in 1916, owing to there being no candidate qualified 
to take the prize Mr. Ogden served his articles of clerkship with Mr 
James Herbert Ogden, of the firm of Messrs. Diggles & Ogden, of 
Manchester ; and obtained Second Class Honours in October, 1919 

Leo Gerald Ruddin. who served two-thirds of his period of service in 
Manchester, having passed third in order of merit and attained honorary 
distinction, the Coun¢ il have awarded to him the vold medal which was 
withheld in 1917, owing to there being no candidate qualified to take the 
rize. Mr. Ruddin served his articles of clerkship with Mr. Arthw 
Revinald Moon, LL.B., of the. firm of Messrs. Brooks, Marshall, & Moon 
of Manchester, and obtained Second Class Honours in October, 1919 

THe MELLERSH PRIZE Mr. Henry Betteridge, having, from among 
the candidates who have been articled in Surrev and Sussex, or who are 
the sons of solicitors who have resided and practised in either of those 
counties, shewn himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property 
and the Practice of Conveyancing, the Council have awarded to him the 
prize founded by the late Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh. of Godalming 
Mr. Betteridge served his articles of clerkship with Mr. William Hunter 
Cockburn, of Messrs. Cockburn, Gostling, & Cockburn, of Brightor 
and passed the Final Examination in O¢ tober, 1919 

There were no candidates qualified to take the Timpron Martin Prize 
for Liverpool students or the Birmingham Law Society's Gold or Bronz 


Medals 


memory of the late M: 





Legal News, 


Appointment. 
The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Artuvr Ruys Rogerts to be 
Official Solicitor to the Supreme Court, in the place of Sir William 
Winterbotham, retired 


Change in Partnerships 
Amalgamation 


An amalgamation has been arranged between Messrs. BLUNT & 
of 95, Gresham-street. E.C., and Mr. Lionet Metvirie Crark, of 5, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inr uid formerly of 53, Chancery-lane 
W.C., to take effect on the lst December The stvle and address of the 


new firm will be Blunt. Clark. &Co 


Information Required, 

MISS ANN HILL, i 14 Ifield-road, } ! S.W.—lIi ny 
solicitor or other person knows of a will of the e deceased, will he 
lease communicate with Messrs. Bulcraig & Davis Donington House, 
Sorfolk-street, Strand, W.C. 2 


General. 

In ‘* The Letters of Eve Daridson v. The Sphere and Tat 
(Limited)) case, Mr. Alexander Grant, K.C. (with whom was Mr. §. P 
Kerr), said that he had a motion by Mrs. O. Maitland Davidson for an 
interim injunction to restrain the defendants from infringing the plain 
tiff’s right to the exclusive use of the name of ‘‘ Eve ” in « ontributions to 
the Press. Mrs. Davidson had sent contributions to the Tatler entitled 
“The Letters of Eve,”’ and she was compl ining that the defendants were 
omy, a periodical under the title ‘‘ Eve vith which she had 

tap J to do. Mr. Justice Sargant asked whether the plaintiff wae 

y papeeeentetivs of ve. and said there might next be an applica 

io by Adam. , Grant said that the motion wae not quite effective 

and would no doubt have to si ind over for the defendants’ iffiday ts 

Mr Romer, K.C vith whom was Vi Dig! ton Pollock for the 

defendante, agreed. The motion accordingly stood over till next Friday, 

ave being given to the plaintiff to amend her writ of summons and 
Notice of motion. 


| Wednesday .. | Church 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SUCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 184. 
DIRECTORS. 


| Ch sirman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Bq 


Wiliam Maples, Kaq. 
Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
The Kt. Hon, Sir Walter G. F. Phillimeoss 


James Austen-Cartmell, Eaq. 

Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C 

John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Edmund Churen, Esq. Bart., D.C.L : 

Puilip G. Collins, Eaq. Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E, 

Harry Mittou Crookenden, Kaq M.P. 

Kobert William wibdin, Baq. Charles KR. Rivington, Beq. 

Charies Baker Dimond, Baq. Mark Lemon Komer, Eeq., B.C. 

John Koger Burrow Gregory, Esq The Hon. Sir Charies Russell, Bart. 

L. W. North tlickley, Keq. Francis Minchin V oules, Baq. 

Archibald Herbert James, Eeq. Charies Wigan, Eeq. 

FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 

All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 

without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





amounting to £360 for the loss a lady's trunk con 

f nisky, brandy rin, and port, astrachan collars, 

uv re awarded by Mr. Justice Sankey, In an action 

Floren Mary Jane Grant Maughan against 

Arthur George Fowler, who was proprietor of the 

Great Portland-street, London Che claim was for 

delivery of the trunk, which was placed in the 

Mr. Fowler by the plaintiff, who has lived at the hotel 

13. The plaintiff said that while she was away on a holiday 

1918, the trunk was placed m a room at the hotel, and it 

when she returned. She found later that there was 4 

«wk on the door of the room, access tw which could be 

utside the hotel The defendants denied liability, and 

hat n greement that they should look after the box. 

His Lordship bewut tiat wl t irusted to Mr. Fowler, and 

that if by breach of his duty as hotel keeper the luggave was jost through 

negligence, there was no reason why he was not liable for the loss. He 

gave judgment for the plaintiff for £360 

At Bow-street Police Court, before Mr. Gariet Mabel Florence Evers 

married, was charged on remand with being in possession of an Admiralty 

travelling warrant without authomty, and falsely representing herself 

as the person to whom it had been issued The defendant was detained 

at. Torquay, where she had travelled with the warrant from London. It 

‘ it und to be one of a number alleged to ha been stolen 

from a department of the Admiralty, where her husband was formerly 

employed as a temporary cler She said that it had been given to her 

r husband, and she thought it was genuine. Detective-Inspecton 

Scotland Yard, now said that inquires confirmed the 

explanation, and therefore it was not proposed to carry the 

is The defendant's husband had been committed for trial 

m the Guildhall on a charge of stealing blank Admiralty postal drafts 

and id made a statement exonerating his wife The Magistrate dis 
harged the defendant under the Probation of Offenders Act 


The Army Council announce that th: ive cancelled the Quinine 
Ds gs) Order, 1918. The cancelled Order, which was published on 
8th Nove er, last year fixed maximum prices for v arious quantities of 
quinine, and bade the sale “or purchase of sulphate of quinine in qaan 
tities exceed 1,000 o7., without a permit from the Director of Army 
Yontracts 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


KoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPRAL Court Mr. Justice 
ROTA, No. 1. Eve. 
Monday Dec. Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ..... °% Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 

Leach 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 
Mr. Biozam 


Date. 


Borrer 
orrer Goldachmidt 
Thursday ... Farmer Charch Goldschmidt Leach 

. Jolly Farmer Leach Charch 
Saturday Synge Jolly Charch Farmer 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY PETERSON, LAWRENOB. RUSSELL. 
Mc nday C. Mr. Jolly Mr. Charch Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... Synge Farmer Chareh Jolly 
Wednesday... .. Bloxam Jolly Farmer Synge 
Thursday .... Korrer Synge Jolly Blozam 
Friday .... 4 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge 
Saturday .. Leach Borrer Bloxam 


Date. 


Rorrer 
Goldschmidt 





Mr. E. B. Hires, who has heen with the Royal Exchange Assurance 
for many years, and fire manager since 1902, is retiring at the end of 
this yeal Ae from the 1st of January next Mr. Ferrers Daniell, who 
has acted as joint fire manager since 1912, will continue in the position 
of Manager of the tire department, and un that date Mr. W. T. Greig, 
formerly the Corporatior manager at Buenos Aires, will assume the 
duties and title of assistant fire manager 





> 





Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Limite in Clancee? 
London Gazette Fripay, Nov. B 

Bissot Tix SMELTING aNv ARsrNte Co., Lrp. Creditors are required, on or before 

Jen, 9, to send in their Christian and surnames, their addresses and descriptions, 

and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Reginald Bernard retre, Li, 
Iranmonger-lane, liquidatur 

Daws Mra Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec. 31, to send m 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims to Clifford 
Atkins, Prudentialbidgs., Union-st., Oldham, liquidator 

Doscross Conservative Co., Ltp.—(reditors ere required, on or before Deo. 15, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims 
to Vincent Leo Mortan, Leigh Bank, Lees-ri., Mowsley, liquidator 

Empran Terarne and Patace oF Varieties ( Mtopieton), Lep.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Dec. 9, to send in their names and akiressees, wot partioulars of 
their debts or claims, to Jahn Stewart Smith, B, Spring-gdns Manchester, 
liquidator. 

Lonps, Lrp., Watsatt.Oreditors are reque 
their naanes end addresses, ami the porticulars of their debts or claims, tu John 
William Barratt, Central House, 75, New «t., Birmingham, liquidator 

Morais, Resse & Co., Lro.- Orediters are required, on or before Jan. 13, to nd 
their names and adkirress, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Henry Millner Morris, Kennan's House, Crown«t., Cheapside, liquidator 


Wier. Steam Lacypar Co., Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before Deo. 13, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thamas Wilkinson & William Henry Metge, 5, Boroughdtd., Birkenhead, 


liquidators. 


sted, on or before Dee. 31, to send 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Garette.—Futvar, Nov. 2. 


United Gas Mantle Co., itd Torrance & Sons, Ltd 

Lamg mates, Ltd Notts & Derbyshire Pitwood Association 
Baint Albans Club and Institute, Ltd Ltd 

A. T. Barber & Go., Ltd King's Lynn and County Stores, Ltd 

8. Instone & Oo. (Italy), Ltd Middleton & Wood, LAd 


Joseph Hill & Sones, Ltd (. J, Oulliferd & Sons (1909), Ltd 
WohMabrt Lead Mines, [td lawn Mill Co., Ltd 

Morris, Russell & Co., Lid lear New Mill, Ltd 

W. H. Geruby & ©o., Ltd Coral Mill, Ltd 

®aint Andrewe (Cardiff), itd Clacton-on-Sea Kinema Hafli Co., Ltd 


North-Eastern Steam Fishing Co., Ltd W. H. Heap, Ltd 
Fernhuret Spinning Co., Ltd Khymnaey Valley and General Electric 
John Lee & Sons, Ltd Supply Co., Ltd 
Gas Investment Oo., Ltd K insford-Smith Maddocks Aeros, [td 
Oontinental Diamond Rock-Boring Co Wm. Browning & Co., Ltd 

Ad. lomes Adneworth & Co., Ltd 
Albemarle Hatel, LAd Art Execbuisive Co., Ltd 
Fieh Canners By-Products, Ltd 


London Gazette.—-Trespar, Dee. 2 


George Goss, Ltd Swan Cotton Spinning Co., Ltd 
Thorburn & Co., Ltd ERrrprre Palace (Leigh-on®ea), Ltd 
Nitrogen Producte & Carbide Co., Ltd Gavey Brick Co., LAd. 


Gateshead Breweries Corporation, Ltd 


Oxygen Trading Oo., Ltd 
Casper Oil & Exploration Co., 1Ad 


J. Gimson & Co., LAd 


Slater, Forwoul & Uo., Ltd lLancester Butchers’ Refuse Co., Ltd 
Loder & ©o., Ltd Holmes Smith & Co., Ltd 
Great Torrington and District Liberal Falge, Ltd 

Olab, Lid Kinveford- Smith Maddocks Acros, Ltd 


E. H. Price & Co., Ltd. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Claim. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. ® 


Attey, Susanna, Antill-road, Bow. Dec. 30. James Turner & Son, Dunedin House, 
Basing hell-av. 





Avporns, ~wantes Eriesye, Kingston-on-Thames. Dec. 31. Richard Davies & Son 
#6, Chancery-lane 
Bariivy, Caturnine Evizaseta, Birmingham, School Teacher Dew, 18 Wilham 


Alfred Williams, Birmingham. 

Bioce, Aether Witttam, Battersea Park, Jeweller. Jan. 3. W. H. Speed & Co., 
18, Sackvilles 

Beaitawaire, Hexey Steet, Whitehaven. Dee. 27. Howseeu, Dickinson & Mason 
Whitehaven. 

Brown, Latta Constance, Dorahester. Dec. 31 
Serjeants’-inn, Temple 

Browns, Aatucr Caartes, Hounslow, Market Gardener. Dec. 31. Woodbridge & 
Sons, 5, Serjeants’-inn 

Buns, James, Colwyn Bay, Brass Founder. Dec. 31. A. F. Brookes, Colwyn Bay 

Bviirip, Lucy Emma, Tooting. Jan. 14. Wansey, Stasomere & Co., 52, Coleman-st 

Onivers, WitttaM, Camden Town, Pianoforte Key Maker Jan. 9 Walter A. 
Jennings, 1383, Kentieh Town-rd 

OmAamBeRntIN, Atice Betsy, Clapham. Jan. 8. Herbert W. Davies, 110, Cannon-st 

Cuitp, Hexny Ross, Faversham, Draper. Dec. M1. Tassell & Son, Faversham. 

Circo, JOHN, Manchester. Deo. &. E. O. Hudson, Manchester 

Coxon, Many Any, Brockley. Jan. 2. Marchant, Newington & Tipper, Broadway, 
Deptford. 

Cotpicorr, Josera Waters, Leamington Spa. Dec. 31. Browetts, Coventry 

Conkr, Frepenice Wittiam, North Cray, Kent. Deo. 31. Jobn Bartlett & Son, 26 
and 27, Bush-lane 

Qoss, Emitr Harrier, Hounslow. Dec. Bl. Woodbridge & Sons, Brentford 

Cours, Jomy, Notting Hill. Jan. 1. Peacock & Goddard, 3, South sq., Gray’e Inn 

Covre, Scsannan Mart, Hornacy. Deo. 30. W. J. Pitman, 1/i2, Finshury-sq 

Crook, Sarak, Wilmslow. Jan. 7. Farrer-Morgan & Co., Manchester 

Cromprox, Jown Giterer Frevericx, Windlev, Derbyshire. Jan. 31 Mooly & 
Woolley, Derby 

Doncastre, James, Tyldesley. Dee. 27. ©. Maurice Taberner, Tyldesley 


Theodore Goddard & Co 10, 
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Epwanpes, Hrassat James Hors, Netley Hall, Salop. Jan. 15. Peele & Peele, 

Shrewsbury. 

Evaws, Maroarer, Lianelly. Deo. 1. W. Davies, Lianelly. 

Gratson, Sata, Manchester. Deo. 280. Ernest G. Booth, Monchester. 

Greexwerit, Sir Watrote, Bart., Greenwell, Durham. Jan. 4. Greenwell, Highom 

& (o., 4, Berners-st., Oxford-st. 

Harvey, Jacos Evwanp, Exeter. Jan. 13. Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 

Henperson, Etizasera, Ohicago, U.S.A. Deo. ®. Lawrence, Jones & Co., 4, St. 

Mary axe 

HoutaNpd, Rosexrt Carn Baackensury, Haslemere. Dec. 31. Rollit, Sons & Co., 3, 

Mincing Jane 

Howarp, Witttsam Freperic, West Hampstead. Dec. 2. Underwood, Piper & 

Heys-Jones, 13, Holles-et., Cavendiah-sq 

INGRam, Cuanios Freverics, Villiers-st., Strand, Solicitor. Jan. 14. William Stur 

ges & Co., 5, Littl College-st., Westminster 

Jones, Markoanet, Wigan. Dec. 25. Leo Kennedy & Glover, Ormskirk. 

Jvurr, Georor Witttam, Gorleston Jan. 12. Wiltshire, Sons & Jordan, Great 

Yarmouth 

Krue, Henny, ond Evizasera Keur, Mansfield, Hopkin & Bonser, Mansfield. 

Kitman, Cuarces, Hampstead. Dec. 31. Lewis Stroud, 22, Chenics-st., Tottenham 

Court-rd 

LAkb, JOHN, Ammanford. Deo. 1. W. Davies, Lianelly 

Lester, Fkepericx, Swindon, Wilts. Dec. 24. Morrison & Maeters, Swindon 

Manvel, Roserr, Evervhot-rd., Barrister-at-Law. Deo. 24. Ernest E. Barnett, 60, 

Hay market 

MacLray, Aticr, Wilton-pl Jan. 10 

Auetin-frimre 

McGaw, Rostet, Manchester. Jan. 7. Farrer-Morgan & Co., Manchester. 

Mercx, Cunistias Epwarp, Manor Park. Deo. 30. James Turner & Son, Dunedin 
House, Basinghall-av 

Mepiey, Mania Louisa, Fark-st., Park-lane. Deo. 31. R. 8S. Taylor, Son & Hum- 
bert, 4, Field-ct., Gray's Inn. 

Mrapows, Hexry, Gloucester. Jan. 1. Ralph Fream, Gloucester. 

Mitcnent, Hexstxt Leonarp, Cornwall-gdns. Jan. 8. Pennington & Son, 64, Lin- 
coln's Lna- fields. 

Norten, Etiza, Herne Bay. Dec. 30. Wood & Sone, 41, Poultry. 

DOUGLAS-PENNANT, Hon. Et.ranon Frances Svsay, South Eaton-pl. Jan. 31. Daven- 
port, Ounliffe & Blake, 48, Chancery-lane. 

rocaer, Louis Atrrep, Monte Video, Uruguay. Dee. 31. Few & Co., 19, Surrey-st, 
Strand. 

Bince-Kerxarpsos, Caaries, Holywell Hall, Lincoln. Dee. 15. Radcliffee & Hood, 
25, Old Queeu-st., Westaninster 

RicHAkpsON, Satan ANN, Rassell-sq. Dee. 19. Mossop & Moesop, Long Sutton, 
Lincolnehire. 

RoTraweit, Evtzaseta, Frodsham. Jan. 20. Hall, Hawkins, Pimblott, Brydon & 
Chapman, Manchester. 

Satter, Cartes Henry, Gosport. Jan. 10. Morgan, Veitch & Bilney, Norfol 
House, Norfobk-st 

Sirroris, Georetna Aticta, Stillorgan, Dublin. Jan. | 
7, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Saciez, ALice Mary, High Wycombe. Deo. 30. J. Westcott & Sons, 140, Strand. 

Suyre, CHantes Epwarp, Southsea. March 1. Hobbs & Brutton, Portemouth 

Sreep, Emma, Leeds. Jan, 10. Nelson, Eddisons & Laspton, Leeds 

Sratkes, Richirp Jonyx, Gloucester. Jan. 1. Ralph Fream, Gloucester 

Starntos, Wittiam Taomas, Uxbridge. Jan. 31. Kerly, Sons & Karuth, 10 and II, 
Austin-friars 

Stannors, Hon. and Ven. Berxeter Lione, Scvpamort, Much Wenlock, Salop. 
Jan. 1. Treherne, Higgins & Co., 7, Bloomsbury-sq 

ranqveraY, Wititam Morris, Pall-mall East, Wine Merchant. Dee. 31. Peacock & 
Goddard, 3, South-sq., Gray's Inn. 

[Homeson, Epwanp, Beeston, Leeds. Deo. 24. E. O. Wooler, Burrows & Burton, 





Budd, Johnson, Jecks & Colclough, &, 


nx 


lreherne, Higgins & Uo., 


Leeds. 

Pits, Rai, Orpington. Deo, 27. Latter & Willett, Bromley, Kent. 

Tucksk, Groree Metsourne, Colchester. Deo. 29. Will. H. Paterson, Spencer 
House, 4, South-pl. 

Urwiy, Rates, Matfen, Northumberland, Farmer 
Neweast le-upon- Tyne. 

Ventoso, Vicror Epvarpo | Ekez y, Puerto de la Crus, Teneriffe. Jan. 1. Lawrence, 
Jones & Co., 4, St. Mry- axe. 

Water, Evizaseta Kate, New Cross. Dec. 30. Edwd. H. Whittell Holt, 9, Mime 
ing-lane 

Wetrakt, WILtiAm FRANK, Durban, Natal, Law Clerk. Jean. 6. Michael Abrahams, 
Sons & Oo., 5, Tokemhouse-yard. 

Wititsmer, Groroer, Chingford, EB Timber Merchant. Dec. 29. Gamlen, Bower- 
man & Forward, 3 and 4, Grag’e Inn-sq. 


Dec. 27. Wilkinson & Marehall, 


London Gazette.—Tvrspat, Dec. 2 


Barrows, Joux, Malvern, Brick Manufacturer. Deo. 31. Muegrove, Lee & Arthur 
Smith, Birmingham. 

Barren, Hensert Parties, Yeovil. Deo. 61. Forrester, Moir & Co 
Wilts 

Bere, Sorwikt, Christiania, Norway. Dec. 27. Tatham & Lousada, 16, Old Broad-st 

Biaxp, Gronek Coier, Boston, Lincs, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec. 20. Calthrop & 
Leopokl Harvey, Spalding. 

BLUNDEN, ExLtzaserH ANN, Shirley, Southampton. Jan. 4. Edw. R. Ensor, South 
ampton. 

Beirrey, Ricnarp, Abington, Northampton, Fermer. Dec. 31. Browne & Wells, 
Northampton. 

Brows, Henry Jouy, Bournemouth. Jan, 12. Mayo, Elder & Co., 10, Drapers 
gdns., Throgmorton-av. 

Burner, Antuur, Horneey. Jan. 5. Pearce & Nicholle, 12, New-ct., Lincoln's Ina 

Bcriinson, MatTHew Joun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Rope Manufacturer. Dec. 3 
Septimus G. Ward & Rose, Newcastle-wpon-Tyne 

Burp, Tinea. Stoke-on-Trent, Staffs. Jan. 31. Eustace Parker, Neweastle-inder 
Lyme. 

Cit, Atrrep James, Acton. Jan. 5. Wingfiekl & Blew, 74, Cheapsick 

COLStLL, Groner Vatentine, Clacton-on-Sea. Jan. 15. Forbes & Son, 19, Mark lane 

Davies, Capt. Davin, Cardigan. Jan. 9. Fred J. East, 127, Moorgate Station 
chambers 

Derpex, Witttsam Davipson, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Farmer 
Bell & Sone, Sunderland. 

Durr, Joun, Dudley, Builder. Deo. 8. Whitehouse & Brette!!, Dudley 

ELviver, Heyer, Kingston-wpon-Hall. Jam. 1. Sanderson & Co., Hull 

Pavianer, Cuartes WiLttam, Hatch End, Middlesex. Dec. 31. Walter C. 8. Chap 
man, 1, South on-st., Bloomsbury. 

Bistpen, ‘Taomas, Blackburn. Deo. 31. Robt. Ferguson, Blackburn 

Pirtce, Jomy Ricwarp, Allerton, Leeds. Jan. 10. G. F. Crawford. Leeds 

Fovcutt, Lovis ALEXanpRe, Poissoniere, Parie, France, Banker. Dee. 27. Tatham 
& Lowsada, 16, Old Broad-st. 


Meabmesturyr. 


Jan. & Wilheam 
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@anpxen, Ayxin, Wembley. Deo 31. Taylor. Kirkman & Mainprice Manchester FSILLIrs, Averstrs Jomy, Croydon. Den. 31. Edridae, Son & Marten, Crovdon 
Groner, Frawces Marr, Sydenham. Keat Jen. &. Dalston, Sons & Elliman, 21 Ratst, Joserg, South Hetton, Durham, Farmer. Jan. § William Bel! 4 Sone, 
Southampton+t., Bloomsbury -sq Sunderland 
Q@evexstape, Fanny, Exeter. Dec. 2. W. Linford Brown & Sons, Exeter Reev 
‘: , St. Edmunds LF 15. Sparke 
pa, = ——— Netson, Bury Amur an : Saaw THOMas Epwarp, Birmingham, Enameller. Jan. 10. Smythe, Etche & 
Haxvr, Caaatts Joax Townstexv, Birkenhead. Dee. 30. Reynolds ckson, Birming 
Liverpool, Smith, Jou~n Dengan, Pimlico mm, 2 Hoproml, Mills & Somerville, 18, Adom- 
Harnor, Atice, Heaton Norris, Lancs. Dec. 12 Hough & Hamnett, St st., Adelph 
farses, Henny Apowracs, Southsea, Hants. Ix 1. G. H. King & Franckeiss Stortyr, Jane, Bradfor t. C. Maude, Bredford 
Portsmouth Verrr, Lions: Hven, Westcliffon-Sea, Essex, Builder. Deo. 30, Rdell & Co, 4, 
Herworrm, Bexzamrtx, Kidderminster. Jan. 6. Ellis W. Talbot, Kidderminster King-st., Cheapside 
Hiscauirre, Groner, Finchley, Timber Merchant. Deo. 29. Mann & Co., 17, Essex WALLIS, Bertram Heow, Hemvitree, Exeter, Merchant's Assistomt. Dec. 29. W. Lin- 
st., Strand. —_ Raw ford Brown & Sons, Exeter 
oN cE Newcastle-a or-I.erme, Costumiecr Jan. 2 “iwd 
paces, Asmns Sane, Deveee, woas ne W a WHEWsLL, CaTHraine, Oswakitwistle, Lancs. Dee. 31. Rabt. Ferguson, Blackburn. 
HooaRrTa, FREDERICK Ernust, Stockwell, Tailor. Jan. 6. W. J. Fraser & Son, 73 Woop, Josrra, Thornton, Bradford. Jan, 10. Rabt. E. Weatherhead, Bradford 
Dean-st., Soho-6q Youne, Richary Jony, Havant, Hants. Dec. 31. Joho Rabinson, Ryde, LW. 
Lewis, Wittmm. Deo. 4%. Tyrer & Fletcher. St. Helens, Lance 
Liesson, Sreruex, Barkly West, Cape Province, South Africas. Jan. 9 Miohael 
Abrahams, Sons & Co., 5, Tokenhouse-yard 
Metvinte, Constance Parirerva Geornetna, Wimbledon. Jan. 9 Cheale & Son, 
Tunbridge Wells VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that ll 
MoCatrem, Jomyx, North Ghields, General Dealer. Dec. 20. Brown & Holliday Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
North Shields. ; perty is — very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
Moxcatery. panes Svsax, Westcliff-on-Sea, Eseex. Dec. 31. Woodbridge ¢ suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
5, rjeante'-inn ee ee “ 
a Cuar.es Exxest Winx, Mandalay, Upper Burma, District Superinten 26, King street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
dent of Police. Deo, 23. Hopgood, Mills & Somerville, 18, Adam-st., Adelphi chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
MoreaN, Wttt1am, Woolastone, Glos. Jan. 1. Harold W. Berthon, Lydney, Glos Valuers, and will be glad to advise thowe desiring valuations for any 
Oxrs. Jonx Cuartes Rarwoxp, Watford, Civil Engineer. Jan. 27. Lindsay, Green purpose Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, s 
field & Mesems, 11, Ironmonger-lene speciality.—{ Apvrt.] 








Eexest Cuanies, Bristol, Feb. 7. W. H. Brown & Son, Bristol 











e | Londo Gazette.—Tvespar, Nov. 25 ADJUDICATIONS 
Bankruptcy Notices. RECEIVING ORDERS AsHtTon. Josern. Sheffield. Tobacconist. Sheffleld. Pet, 


(suTon, Joseru, Sheffield, Tobacconist wfield . Nov. @®. Ord. Nov. BD , 
London Gazette.—Friny, Nov. 2] Nov. 3D. Ord. Nov. 20 Crorir, Leorotp Aus ag Ashford Canterbury. 
7 - - Crarton, J. Svraerianp, Headingley ls Pet. Oct. I Ore av. Jt 
ADJUDICATIONS | countant Leeds Pet. N “a Ord Nov. 3 | ‘ CORNELIUS Newmarket Jockey Cambridge, 
Frexovetti, ALroxso Gorrameo Maida Vale I Frrz-Grorer, Grores Wisma Frepertcx. Mayfair , Sept. 16. Ord. Now, 21 
Court. Pet. Sept. 23. Ord. Nov. 19 High Court. Pet. June 2. Ord. Nov. 11 rorp, Eexest Artrucre Byrnox, Newbury, Berks. 
Frere, Kerra Kewneta, Kensington. High et Frewanp. FEpwarn James Fore-st.. Motor Engines : Newbury Pet Aug. 15 _ Ord Nov. 17 
Sept. 26. Ord. Nov. 18 Hich Court. Pet. Nov. 21. Ord. Nov. 2) Horry, Joux, Birn ngham General Dealer. Birming 
Hester, Groner, Temple gh Co ¢ © 2). | Horr, Jous, Birmingham. General Dealer. Birmi: ‘ haw Pet. Nov. 17. Ord. Nov, 1% 
Ord. Nov. 19 ham. Pet. Nov. 17. Ord. Nov. 17 } Law Atrrep Birnr Wallasey, Chester, Journalist. 
Inoterietp, Captain J. P hingsws gl mu Mrrams, Artuvr, Hove. Solicitor. Brighton 1! a re oe. Se > 
Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Nov. 15 Oct, 23. Ord. Nov. 20 Leion, ©. Watuem, St. James's-st. High Court. Pet. 
) 3 } 7 : ' ~ 
Lestie, Marie JOserHine idington ig 1 Rornennere, 8., Bishopsgate, Fur and Skin F %. Ord. Nov. 2 
Pet. Aug. 19. Ord, No 5 Hich Court. Pet. Oct. 27. Ord. Nov. 20 Strims, Wittram Groner, Eastbourne. Eastbourne. 
- > - sd ‘ e ” ‘ , oy »~ 
Listox, Epmunp Reston McL Kensing urt Suita. Frepenicx. T.auderdale-rd London " a Pet. Oct. 9 Ord. Nov, 2 
pl. High Court. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Nov. 15 Court. Pet. Oct. 15. Ord. Nov. 20 airemeap, Ataret Leovarp, Manchester, Wholesale 
Navtorn, Georeixa Rippis, Plumstead Gree o aterti ner Manchester Pet. Oct. & Ord. 
Pet. Oct. 9. Ord. Nov. 18 ; FIRST MEETINGS ei } 

Nenis, Ataernt Cart, Battersea Park, Diamond Broker Consett. Apram, Dudley, Stafford, Cattle Deak wo t Edm fen. et Je ~ » Ons ~ 
High Court. Pet. Nov. 18. Ord. Nov. 18 men 5 a6 98 ON. Mac. 2 Pelereet. Dodias : i monton et. July 2 re ov. 20. 
Newron, Gronce Epwarp Ettis, Great Te Firz Grorart Groner Witrtau§ FREepeRriceK Mayfair ao le r Josers, Stok > Newington County 

Wholesale Chemist. High Court. Pet. Ang co. 6 Tk Meeierseter thee. Caereed Court Clerk. Edmonton. Pet. July 2. Ord. 
Ord. Nov. 19 k . 2 ., : dia » 
ReeraANp, Epwarp James, Fore-st Motor FE ime . , —_ 
Paumen, Gronae Josten, Rayleigh, Essex on a a ae Daskrapte ian: cae ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED 
Chelmsford Pet. Aug. 25. Ord. Nov. 19 Horr, Jonsx, Birmingham pa. Dealer I > nt a “, Gsones Great Grimsby Fish Merchant. 
Saoxcotp, Davip. Great Portland-st, Manufacturing 9290 O8. Moc. 194. Gorporation-ct. Birminghes en Grimst Adjud July 31 1906. Annul 
Furricr. High Court. Pet. Oct. 17. Ord. Nov. 1f et . “ Soe” fs tes te an th Oe 6h, N 1919 
Scrron-MatrHew, Hever Jouy, Brighton, Horse Dealer Guctiadl. Contebare me CompTos, Srexcen, Overt Wilts. Farmer. Swindon. 
Brighton. Pet. Nov. 17. Ord. Nov. 17. Lcomeene Spwane Qwancen, Welsh Produce Store Adjud. May 12, 1914 Annul. Nov. 19, 1919 
Waite, Percy Henry, Kingston, Surrey, Motor Eng 4 Dec. 3 at 11. Off. Rec 4 Queen-st., Carmarthen Dawkins, Wietram ARTHUR Stockton-on-Tees Engineer. 
mong Kingston, Surrey Pet. Nov. 16 Ord RoTnensers, S "Bishopsgate Fur and Skin Merchant v s ' rae — om 
- g >, S., ) , ‘ ) ’ ” 1919 
Nov. 18. Dec. 5 at 11. Bankruptcy-bhdgs., Carey-st . : 
SEPCSEERTIES ANEUASS. a oe ee Re ggg te re m.o os London Gazette.--Futpar, Nov. &. 
‘ yidgs.. - ; 
Moon, Sir Cectt. Tonbridge, Kent. Tunbridge Wel Surrn. Wiuttam Tornovse. Nelson. Lance., Hairdresser RECEIVING ORDERS 
Adju. Sept. 30, 1912. Annul. Nov. 12, 1919 Deo. 4 at 10.15. County Court House, Bankhevs Cagren, Rev Wiittam Cuartes, Ryther Reotory, Yorks. 
. —_ —_ . . mew st., Burnley. York. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Nov. 2 
ORDER ANNULLING, REVORING OR RESCINDING Surron-Matraew, Hewrry Jon, Brichton, Horse Dealer | Crowcnorr Aurrup, Rotherham, Steel Merchent. 
ORDER Dec. 3 at 10.30. Off. Rec., 124, Marlborouch-p! Sheffield. Pet. Now. 12. Ord. Nov. 2 
Sovrgwett, Reoisarp Bextier, Chetton. Bridgnort? Brighton Dexcay, Capt. Bast, Witttam, Piccadilly. High Court. 
Salop. Shrewsbury. Ree. Ord. and Ord. of Adjud. | Wearmersy, Lioner ALExanper. Bournemouth, Medico! | Pet. Oct. 15. Ord. Nov. 25 
of June 17, 1918, and July 18, 1918, respective Practitioner. Dec. 5 at 2.30. The Insti tute Room, | Grreviras, Jawes, Rotherham Sheffield Tet. Sept, 
rescinded. Annul., Revoe., Rese. Nov. 14, 1919 St. Peter's Hall. Hinton-road. Bournemot ib. Ord. Nov. 24 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, LD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIASILITY, etc., etc. 











Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers ai Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren ium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cl f Inserti in L and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. Pye * eee caitled by y aM will be pau on application. 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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His, Jogwv, Ramsbottem. Lancs Stock and Share Togrisetoy, Lord, 27, Dukest St. James De i” 
7 Broker. Holtog. Eet. Nov. 2. Ord. Nov. 25 at WI woe Ay . Carey -st . - nee ys 
OLLOWAT, ALyRep Cmantes, Angmering, Traveller in Waearter, James, Porsst Gate, Tailor. De Oat 

Leather Goods. Brighton. Vet "Shy 90. Ord Bankruptey-didvs., Carey-st Ww I L L “Y oO U 


loap, Fraxcts, and usr Krircuexer Maidenhead 
ho. FF Pet. Nev. 08. Gol Eee \ DIUDICATIONS HELP THE 


Vouns, Crone, westoft Great Y 


Pet. Oct 2 x rmout (enorr, out. Francis Gror Wu r P | 
ae ee iii, HURCH ARMY 
wm — ame © reat @&. Helens Court Bitttxe, Devter Francis, Balham, Motor Engince € 


Pet. Oct. B. Ord. Now w 3 : 
> - - Hich Court bet, Oat. 17 Ord. Nov. 28 - : : : 
ret hes 1 Ord —_— Mord. | Cnart, Geonot Hensent, Balby. Doneaster. Sheffick Our HUTS and TENTS are 
Aur VERnos, Pres Nt. Kev. SF. Ord. Kev. & | ill serving the AKMIES 
Rostxson, Amy VeRNos, Prestatyn, Flint. Bang: a exhor : still servi e ARMIE; 
~ hev. 6. Ovd Nev ae” n angor Crowcr wT eg — — > he of OCCUPATION whilst 


. Sheffield. Pet ov . 2 
Halifax, Tailor’s Outftte: Halifax Davies, Hewny. Bt. James’ High Court 


ls. Ord. Nov. 36 : ae, Sees, OS. S vet. Sept FT 
SIMMONS, ANNI §6ELIzasern Tywardreat) nwal —e hw — = Aberdar. A berdar« Pat ; A ER WAR AID 
. Trur i Nov. 3. Ord. Nov. 2% ® Ord. Nov @ b 
nity FRepenic« Witttam Ports Pronis. BW Bradford. W Merchant B fev is now being given \ many 
ae '" Merchant. Portemou et *. 3 +t. Nov. 12. Ord. Now. 28 Branches, helping DISAB LED 
a s Halifax, Tailor’s Outfitter. H P and DISCHARGED MEN to =--_ 
MEETINGS ; — a re-establish themselves and} 
pry Hows Stp M-upon . . ° . 4 . 
As#TON, Joserm, Shefficid. Tobacconist - Suet veton-upoa Hal t w. § easing distress and difficulty v208 
Off. Rec., Figtree-lane, Sheffield ’ rd De wherever found. 
Dencax, Capt. Basin Wuttam, Picoad he ‘ bA Lion NDEI rhemensta o 
Bankruptey bidys.. Osarey-st Practitic ol Pont vane" nat y 2 
Lake, Atrerp Biuyt, Wallasey. Journaliet we ‘ Warvrtry. James, Stratf : : mirt ret | 
1130. Off. Reo, 1 on Morine-bide« | Bene v. 27. Ord. Nov. 2 | 
Liverpool ended Notice stituted for that publis nt : — . 
t , ai : ‘ ‘ Cheques, crossed “ Barclay's,a/e Church Army, 
— J Great &S Helens. Dec. 9 ¢ 2 smdon — tte ¢ ons 2 7 - payable to Prebendary CARLILE, D.D., Hon. 
pm. a oy Didge., ¢ rey et DING RI .. amg B. “ : Chief Secretary, Headquarters, Bryanston St., 
MOR Ree Galen eet Dec. 10 at 13 _" = Marble Arch, London, W, 1. 
Of. Rec., Union Marinedidgs., LI. Dak Liv ; 
poo! ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED a 
SeaRman, Josern Henny, Bolton. Lancs. lex 2 . ' — , ’ 
! ttosixsox. Anracr Joux, Hyde Park-ter Brighton. ee oe 
Off. Reo., Byrom-st., Manchester Adjud faly a7 annul. Nov. 37 Receiving Order 
Witearap, Atsrer Lrowanp, Manchester, Whok dated June 30 rescinded.) 
Confectioner. Deo, 8 at 3. Off. Re By Svencr. Groner Henry. Leicester, Leather Dresser 


M anohester Leicester Adjud. Peb. 18., 1898. Annul. Nov. 28 
ADJUDIOCATIONS igi9 (Receiving Order dated Feb 8 180 


Hewnr, Joun Wivorirtp, Piccadilly. High ¢ rescinded.) 


urt eee See 


Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Nov. 26 § D C TY. 
nu bbvoher. "Belton, Pets Noe Ss, Ont Nene EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY CHILDREN'S AID SOCI 


Lonp, FRaycts, and Rosy Kircuenre Maidenhead : RE 
Dressmekers. Windeor. Pet. Nov. 25 Ord. Nov. % INTEREST SOCIET Limited. eee: Lae Ae 

Mimams, Anraor, Hove. Solicitor Brighton Pet Y, 2,000 saved from misery or 
Cre, 38. One. Nov. 38 (ESTABLISHED 1885, CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) | distress yearly. 


Rosinses, Amy VeRNON, Prestatyn, Flint Bangor 
Pet. Nov. %. Ord. Nov. 2 Purchases Reversions and Life Interests, and Grants Loans | | pankers: Messrs. BARCLAYS BANK, Lrp., 95, Vietoris 


—- ye ee ree, Cornwall. | trereon at annual interest, or by way ef Reversionary Street, &. W. 1. sat, Vestastn Steet, 0. 
Waite, Faepemick Witttsm, Portsmouth, Oi] and | charge free of interest till the Reversion falls in. Offiee : Victoria jouse, 


Be Pertemeath. Pet. Nov. Ord. | asety tone, Secretary: ARTHUR J. S. MADDISON, 


25. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 2 
London Gazette of Nov. 21 
Neres, Atseer Cant Bonnet, York-mnens Battersea 
Park, Diamond Broker. High Court. Fet Yow 18 


Ord. ‘Nov. 18 ' . AW.—GREAT SAVING.— voit prempt | THE 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED writing charge me age wins | EAST LONDON CHURCH FUND 


Couty, Anrnony Jouyv. Devonshire-chmbrs Bish a= any 4 oe os : . APPEALS for A LIVING WAGE for the 
gate, Merchant High Court Adjud. Ar ! ie * . 
1918. Annul. Nov. 18, 1919 Deeds Round Hand - .. 0 : ASSISTANT CLERGY & WORKERS 
FesCogies == . in EAST LONDON. 
London Gazette Trespar, Deo. 2 PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet. . the Fund must have MORE MONEY placed at its 
RECEIVING ORDERS Perohment, from Se. per skis. disposal if 365 of these emsencial workers one to, be 
0 » © rch’ ~L.C.F. dis 
CHametes, Henny Davy, Leyton, Piano Turner. Hich KERR & LANHAM, erage F y Ge Came Te a i 
Court. Pet. Oct. 30. Ord. Nov. @s 16, Furniwal St., Holborn E.C, : 
Coit, Jouw H Manvhester. Salford. Pet. Nov. 5 Su pt t L eles are 
Ord. Nov 5 bscriptions, are ena 


Pi) 
Cuart, Gtoroe Hensrer, Balby, Doncaster, Railway . : ’. WILLIAMS, 
Carriage Shop Lebourer. Sheffield. Pet. Nov 3 REVERSIONARY INTEREST | SOCIETY, LTD. Secretary: Rev. H. ( - co, Square, W.C. 1. 
_ Ord. Nov. 2 " ESTABLISHED % 
Fraser, Eric Vernon, Gloucesterter. Hirh Court 
Sept. 8. Ord. Nov. 2% Empowered by Specia: Acts 0  — 
Aston, Leeds, Yorks. Leeds, Pet REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ATION 
"unin EUUry. Aberdare, Glamorgan, \beriare, | COAMS Om REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD) LAW ASSOCT ; 
lov. @. Ord. Nowe 2. PROPERTY in POSSESSION. the Benefit 
Kasthaurt Esethourne. Pet The Law Costs on Loans are regulated by Scale. of Widows and 
s Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £764,825. Families of Solicitors 
Saypers, Taomas Stpyey King ston- upon 1-H in the Metropolis and 
Merchant. Kingston-upon-Mull. Pe 7 80, Coleman St., London, E.C. Vicinity. Institated 1817. 


Ord. Nov. 27 Sup by Life and Annual Sub- 
SUNDELIOVITCR, A., Hampstead Hig! ‘ " covipttons and by Donations. This 


















































Aug. Si. Ord. Nov. 2 sista of Solicitors tak 
Torntnetox, Lord, Duke-st., St. Jame ‘wh 1 INE BRIETY. Lendon ——_ and of retired 
Pot. Oct. S, Ord. Nov. 37 — who have practised under London Certificates; 
Wurattsry, James, Forest Gate Tailor } jects are (amongst others) : To grant relict 
Pet. Nov. 87. Ord. Nov. 27 idows and Children of any deceased 
_ aa . any ow, ee — ahead im the DALRYM PLE HOUSE, Member, or if none, then to other — 
ences Gasetie of Oct ‘ t him for su 
Dows, Tuomas Maceeapy, Kew Ganlens. Wandswort RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 'Reliet afforded last. year amounted 
Pet. June 14. Ord. Oct. 9 For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and to £1,572 A Subscription of 
. _ _ privately. or particulars apply to One Guinea per annum 
FIRST MEETINGS Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, constitutes a ber 
Canter, Rev. Witttam CHARLES, Rythe er Tort Resident Medical Superintendent. = ° el of 
Dec. 16 at 2.30. Bankrupt< Offic« mm be P = ‘ ~ en Guineas . 
—" yw Telephone : P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. berchip fer 
Cuamagns, Hexry Daver, Leyton, « .ano ue eo. 1 Life. 
at 11. Bankreptoy-bidgs.. Carey-st Applications to be made to the Sponetasr, BE. Evely 


vous iieueaion Gi a Dec. Ms £5 TO je £5,000 ADVANCED Barron, 3, Gray’s-inn-place, London W.C, ‘a 


dgs.. Carey 
tes. y Rew, Be bits of ale hen, 
First letters of appii- 








Gorpos, ALexanprn J. M., Tidworth. Deo. 9 at 12 
Of. Re City-chmbrs.., Cat erine-st., Salis I~ ty 

g OP ee Foy MADAME Tusset pS Be 

Pieatus, B. W.. fore 1 Merohant. De 10 b ; j Special i a Baker-street Station.—The most Inex a 
at 1030. Off. Ree best. Bradford ; ; : E peng meter pln House of Entertainment in 

$4xs, S., Halifax, Tuilor’s itter. Der. 9 at 10.36 War Maps and Relics 

_ nee ey Meuse. Preecet-et.. Halifes | Pictures. Delightful Music. tue Lanct eons.” Afternoon a 

SuNpELIOWITCN, A.. Hampstead. Dec. 12 at ll. Bank- |p is, Children ander 12 ’pen Y 














Tupt ~+~-bldes.. Carey-st 





